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This  year's  issue  of  our  annual  report  is  dedicated  to  ASCS  committeemen 
and  the  committee  system. 

For  over  32  years  farmer  committees  have  continuously  served  this  Nation 
effectively  and  unselfishly  in  successfully  administering  farm  programs 
authorized  by  the  Congress. 

On  May  12,   1933,   there  was  enacted  into  law  the  Agricultural  Adjustment. 
Act  of  1933  which  authorized  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  establish 
State  and  local  committees  of  producers  to  act  as  agents  of  their  members 
and  patrons  in  connection  with  the  distribution  of  rental  or  benefit  pay- 
ments. 

Legislation  in  1938  directed  the  Secretary  to  administer  certain  programs 
through  elected  farmer  committees  and  established  the  basic  procedure  for 
electing  the  farmer  committeemen. 

This  was  the  origin  of  the  Farmer  Committee  System. 

The  Farmer  Committee  System  is  unique".     No  other  group  of  citizens  has  so 
direct  a  voice  in  running  Government  programs. 

Exercising  this  voice  and  assuming  the  related  responsibility,  Idaho  ASC 
State,  county  and  community  commit te alien,  aided  by  their  employees,  adminis 
tered  farms  programs  throughout  the  State  of  Idaho  which  accomplished,  dur- 
ing the  1964  program  year,  the  results  tabulated  in  this  report.     The  repor 
was  completed  10-15-65. 
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Keys  to 
the  Future  : 


Living  With  Abundance 


THE  FARMER  COMMITTEE  SYSTEM 
A  Committeeman  Is  Important  To  All  Of  Us 


All  of  us  everywhere,  as  well  as  farmers,  are  affected  by  the  agricultural 
conservation  and  supply  management  programs  of  the  United  State  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

To  each  of  us,  as  well  as  every  farmer,  even  those  who  do  not  take  part,  it 
is  important  that  these  programs  be  run  right. 

Each  farmer  who  serves  as  an  ASC  committeeman  will  have  a  hand  in  deciding 
the  kind  of  programs  his  county  will  have  and  how  they  will  be  run.  His 
decisions  will  help  determine  how  much  farmers  will  accomplish  under  the 
farm  programs. 

He  is  in  a  position  to  make  lasting  contributions  to  the  soundness  of  con- 
servation and  agriculture  and  to  the  improvement  of  farm  income  in  his 
neighborhood  and  county. 

In  all  of  this  the  individual  committeeman's  judgment  and  leadership  count 
as  he  works  with  other  farmers  on  an  ASC  committee. 

A  committeeman's  job  is  important  to  you  and  all  the  rest  of  us.     And  so 
are  the  farmers  chosen  for  those  jobs. 

Tradition  And  Confidence 

The  use  of  farmer-elected  committees  follows  the  farmer's  tradition  of 
retaining,  as  his  sovereign  right,  a  citizen's  voice  and  responsibility  in 
public  affairs.     This  tradition  has  survived  the  technological  revolution 
in  agriculture  and  the  political,   social  and  economic  changes  in  the  Nation. 

Such  tradition  and  confidence  led  the  Congress  and  the  Department  of  Agricul 
ture  to  place  upon  farmer  committees  much  responsibility  for  running  farm 
programs  locally. 

ASC  committees  operate  within  official  regulations  designed  to  carry  out 
Federal  laws.     However,  within  the  regulations,  they  apply  their  judgment 
and  knowledge  and  make  their  decisions. 

County  Committees  At  Work 

ASC  county  committees  have  many  duties  and  responsibilities. 

In  production  adjustment  they  determine  size  of  individual  farm  acreage 
allotments  each  year,  establish  farm  normal  yields,  consider  complaints  of 
producers,   supervise  referendums  on  marketing  quotas  when  proclaimed,  and 
determine  penalties  and  adjustments. 

In  conservation  they  formulate  local  programs,  review  farmer  requests  for 
cost-sharing  on  needed  practices,  and  recommend  changes  in  State  and 
National  Programs. 
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In  price  support  they  supervise  the  deteminat ion  of  producers'  eligibility, 
appoint  loan  clerks,   and  decide  what  is  adequate  collateral  for  loans. 

In  storage  activities  they  give  general  supervision  uo  Connrtodity  Credit 
Corporation- owned  facilitiesj  determine  the  adequacy  of  proposed  farm  stor- 
age, and  determine  the  accuracy  of  leans. 

In  the  sugar  program  they  hold  hearings  and  make  decisions  on  labor  wage 
claims,  and  make  determinations  as  to  sugar  payments  and  production. 

In  connection  with  emergency  disaster  assistance,  they  decide  on  the  eli- 
gibility for  and  extent  of  assistance  to  victims  of  farm  land  damage  by 
flood,  drought,   fire^  and  ether  natural  disaster. 

Committees  have  similar  kinds  of  responsibilities  in  connection  with  the 
wool,  cropland  conversion,   feed  grain,  and  wheat  stabilization  programs. 

Other  Responsibility 


ASC  county  committees  review  violations,   hold  hearings,  and  make  other 
determinations  and  recomm.endations  in  connection  with  all  programs. 

Perhaps  their  most  difficult  responsibility  is  their  role  of  impartial 
judge  in  a  variety  of  cases  that  ccm.e  under  their  jurisdiction.     Often,  it's 
a  matter  of  balancing  the  general  interest  with  the  individual's  interest. 

They  work  with  their  ASC  State  coimriittee  and  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  are  responsible  for  keeping  farmers  and  others  informed  on  farm  programs 
of  the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service. 

Community  Committees  At  Work 

ASC  community  committees  are  often  called  the  cornerstone  of  the  Farmer 
Committee  System  because  tht-.y  are  the  foundation  committees  on  which  the 
system  is  built. 

An  effective  ASC  community  committee  works  several  ways  for  the  people =  It 
gives  the  county  committee  the  benefit  of  its  intimate  knowledge  of  agricul- 
tural conditions  and  farmer  reactions  in  its  community.     It  recommends  meas- 
ures needed  to  get  the  best  results  from  farm  programs.-     It  carries  program 
facts  to  the  farmers  in  the  community  and  explains  them  as  needed. 

Committees  Have  Dual  Role 

Farmer  committees  are  uniquely  adapted  to  the  local  administration  of  farm" 
programs  that  reach  out  to  individual  farms. 

An  ASC  committee  has  an  intimate  understanding  of  farm  problem.s  and  of 
people  in  the  county.     This  enables  the  committee  to  make  local  adaptations 
of  farm  programs  within  the  laws  to  meet  che  different  needs  of  farmers. 

Alternate  county  committeemen  are  elected  at  the  time  of  the  annual  commit- 
teemen elections.     If  for  any  reason  a  comm.itteeman  cannot  serve,   either  tem- 
porarily or  permanently,   the  first  alternate  committeeman  services  in  his  place. 
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Each  ASC  county  committee  employes  a  county  office  manager  who,   for  the  com- 
mittee, hires  the  necessary  employees  for  office  and  field  work  and  sees 
that  the  day-to-day  office  operations  are  effectively  and  efficiently  per- 
formed.    The  county  committee,  however,   is  responsible  for  program  and  admin- 
istrative policies  and  decisions  at  the  county  level. 

To  assist  the  coianty  committee  in  carrying  out  program  administration,  com- 
munity committees  of  three  farmers  each  are  elected  annually  by  other  farmers 
in  each  of  several  local  communities  within  the  county.     The  designated  com- 
munities may  follow  township,   school  zone,  or  other  natural  boundary  lines. 
As  in  the  case  of  the  county  committees,  alternate  community  committeemen  are 
also  elected  at  the  annual  elect ions--to  serve  if  one  of  the  "regular"  com- 
mitteemen cannot. 

In  general,  those  eligible  to  vote  in  the  annual  ASC  committee  elections  are 
persons  of  legal  voting  age  who  have  an  interest  in  a  farm  as  owner,  tenant, 
or  sharecropper,  and  who  are  participating  or  are  eligible  to  participate  in 
the  programs  administered  by  the  committees. 

To  hold  office  as  a  committeeman,  a  person  must  be  eligible  to  vote  in  the 
committee  elections,  must  reside  in  the  county  or  community,  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  must  meet  certain  other  minimum  requirements  designed  primarily  to 
make  sure  that  political  activity  is  in  no  way  involved  in  committee  deci- 
sions or  operations. 

A  total  of  approximately  90,000  farmers  serve  annually  throughout  the 
country  as  county  or  community  committeemen. 

Currently,   farmer  committees  administer  locally  the  following  programs: 

1.  Acreage  Allotments  and  Marketing  Quotas 

2.  The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program 

3.  Price  Support  Loans  and  Purchases 

4.  The  Sugar  Program 

5.  The  Conservation  Reserve  of  the  Soil  Bank 

6.  The  Wool  Program 

7.  The  Feed  Grain  Program 

8.  The  Wheat  Program 

9.  The  Disaster  Feed  Program 

10.  The  Cropland  Conversion  Program 

State  Coimittees  Appointed 

All  ASC  county  committees  in  each  State  are  under  the  general  supervision  of 
an  ASC  State  committee.    ASC  State  committees  include  from  three  to  five  farmer 
members.     State  committeemen  are  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Farmers  are  directly  affected  by  farm  programs  and  through  the  committee  sys- 
tem can  have  their  say  in  how  these  farm  programs  are  run  locally.     This  is 
the  mechanism  for  transmitting  ideas  on  policies  and  programs  from  the 
"grassroots . " 

ASC  committeemen,  both  individually  and  working  as  a  committee,  have  a 
dual  role.     They  serve  as  local  farmer  representatives  in  these  programs. 
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They  also  serve  as    the  representative  of  the  United  States  Department  cf 
Agriculture.    We  all  benefit:  either  directly  cr  indirectly.. 

Farmo  rs '     p  p  o t t un  i  ty 

B'armers  have  the  cpportanity  cf  sel-cting  the  best  men  available  frr  this 
work  as  AS  j  ccnflT^itteaiB.en,. 

By  helping  select  the  mc5t  y.blo.,  er:c:rge!:ic  and  forward -Ice king  farmers  for 
committeemen^  they  take  a    majcr  step  t3  assure  goid  seri^ice  to  themselves 
as  well  as  the  rest  of  us  and  sound  adnLinistrsticn  of  ASOS  farm  programs  in 
their  coimGunity  ^nd  ccunty.     ¥eil -chosen  committees  work  diligently  and  make 
their  decisions  intelligently,  equitably  and  flmlyc 

AS--  .jornmit tees^  Zn  County 

^ne  ABC  county  commit  tees ---one  for  eaoh  agrio  ultural  county-^have  three 
fanner ---members  ea:.h,     r±.e  county  Agricultural  E-jctension  Agent  is  an  ex 
officio,  nonvoting  member  of  the  comm.it tee. 

Each  covjnty  committee  employs  a  county  office  m.anager  who  hires  the  neces- 
sary employees  for  office  and  field  work,  and  sees  to  day-to-day  office 
operations  under  policies  set  by  the  State  and  county  ASCi  comjnittees . 

A.  community  comm.itcee  cf  three  farmers  assists  the  county  committee  in 
each  comm.unity  within  th-.  county.  vjommunities  follow  township,  school 
zone,  or  other  established  boundary  lines. 

Som.e  counties  are  so  arranged  as  to  constitute  one  comm,unity=     In  such 

"oni  cc'onmunity"  counties,   the  c.:mmunity  committee  becom.es  the  county  committee. 

The  Eleccicn  Process 


The  ASC  county  committae-=--one  in  each  agricultural  county-^has  three 
farmers-members  J  elected  by  famar-eic:c  ted  delegates  to  a  county  convention. 
Beginning  in  1965.  a  start  is  being  made  toward  electing  committeemen  for 
three-year  terms  „    After  1565  one  committegiman  will  be  elected  each  year 
with  two  c onanitt eem.en  being  holdovers »     Tb.a  county  Agricultural  Extension 
Agent  is  an    ex  officio  member    cf.  the  committee  or  serv/es  as  the  committee 
secretary.     Howevers  he  dees  not  have  committee  voting  rights  in  either 
position.     The  State  Direoco-j        the  Agricultural  Extension  Sei^vice  is  an 
ex  officio  member  of  the  State  committee „ 

The  State  comm.it tee  is  responsible  fcr  administ-ring  farm,  program.s  in  each 
State,     Each  State  eoiimiittea  appoints  a  State  executive  director  who  directs 
the  work  of  the  State  office  staff  under  policies  established  by  the  committee. 

Confidence  ou.stifiz^d 

Evidence  continues  to  pile  up  as  to  the  outstanding  success  cf  the  Famer 
Committee  System  cf  adro.ini^itration  in  acccmplishing  the  objectives  of  laws 
enacted  by  Congress. 
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Notable  have  been  committees'   achievements  in  farm  income  improvement,  sta- 
bilization of  farm  commodity  supplies,   conservation  of  agricultural  resources, 
and  in  helping  farmers  gear  production  to  meet  wartime  needs  for  food  and 
fiber. 

Farmer  committees  provided  the  spark  and  imagination  as  well  as  the  judgment 
needed  in  locally  adapting  and  running  ASCS  farm  programs.     The}^  have  merited 
our  confidence  by  doing  a  capable,  vigorous  and  dedicated  job. 

The  committees  are  meeting  the  expectations  of  the  Congress  and  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  by  doing  their  job  in  a  way  that  is  best  for  the  farmers,  the 
county  and  the  country  as  a  whole. 

Fine  Record  of  Service 

Programs  administered  by  the  committees  over  the  years  have  involved  huge 
sums  of  money.     The  incidence  of  loss  has  been  phenomenally  low. 

The  fine  record  of  service  and  program  responsibility  is  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples: 

Established  the  first  soil-depleting  and  soil-conserving  bases  for  farms. 

Provided  conservation  cost-sharing  assistance  totaling  $5.1  billion  from 
1936  through  1962  to  from  1  to  3.8  million  farmers  each  year.  Worked 
with  thousands  of  business  and  professional  groups  to  help  establish  or 
find  sources  of  supply  of  conservation  materials  and  services  needed  by 
farmers  to  carry  out  approved  conservation  practices. 

Processed  commodity  price-support  loans  amounting  to  $31  billion  in  the 
past  15  years.  Made  176,630  loans  to  farmers  since  1948  for  construct- 
ing on-farm  storage  facilities  x^7ith  a  capacity  of  762  million  bushels. 

Since  1937  made  Sugar  Act  payments  to  producers  of  sugar  cane  and  sugar 
beets.     The  average  for  the  past  10  years  is  about  67,000  producers  a 
year.     Since  1954  assisted  more  than  450,000  wool  producers  a  year  under 
the  wool  program. 

Approved  cropland  diversion  assistance  to  1,3  million  farmers  under  the 
1961  and  1962  feed  grain  program,  and  to  820,000  farmers  under  the  1962 
wheat  stabilization  program. 

Successfully  operated  the  system  of  CCC-owned  grain  storage  facilities. 
This  now  includes  about  236,000  structures  with  a  capacity  of  977 
million  bushels,   located  on  more  than  3,800  different  sites. 

Established  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas  annually.  These 
include  about  3.4  m.illion  individual  farm  allotments  for  cotton,  pea- 
nuts,  rice,   tobacco  and  wheat.    They  cover  about  78  m.illion  acres. 
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PART  I 


1964  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 


The  need  for  conserving  the  agricultural  resources  of  our  Nation  has  received 
increasing  recognition  in  recent  years  from  agricultural  leaders,  farmers, 
State  and  National  legislative  bodies  and  the  general  public.     There  has  been 
increasing  recognition  that  it  is  not  the  responsibility  of  farmers  along  to 
conserve  our  agricultural  resources — that  the  conservation  of  our  agricul- 
tural resources  is  so  vital  to  the  general  welfare  of  the  people  and  is  a 
problem  of  such  magnitude  that  it  merits  the  support  of  the  entire  Nation. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  is  engaged  in  conservation  activities  of  sev- 
eral types.     The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  is  an  essential  part  of 
the  whole  conservation  program  of  the  Department.     It  has  proven  to  be  one 
of  the  most  effective  xvays  of  bringing  about  increased  performance  of  approved 
soil  and  water  conservation  measures  on  the  Nation's  farms  and  accelerated 
application  on  those  farms  of  the  methods,  recommendations,  and  practices  de- 
veloped under  the  research  and  other  conservation  activities  of  the  Department. 

The  AC  Program  operates  as  a  Government -farmer  partnership  for  the  benefits 
of  the  general  public  and  the  farmer.    All  of  the  Nation's  farmers  are  eli- 
gible to  participate  in  the  program.     Through  the  program,  the  Federal 
Government  bears  a  part  of  the  cost  of  needed  soil  and  water  conservation 
practices  which  otherwise  would  not  be  carried  out  to  the  desired  extent. 
The  farmer  bears  the  greater  portion  of  the  cost  of  the  practice  carried  out 
under  the  program  and,  in  addition,  bears  the  full  cost  of  other  conserva- 
tion measures. 

The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  is  administered  locally  by  State,  county 
and  community  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  committees.  The 
county  and  community  committees  are  elected  by  the  farmers  of  their  respective 
counties  and  communities.     The  State  committee  is  also  a  farmer  committee, 
its  members  being  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.     The  farmer  com- 
mittees determine  the  manner  and  extent  to  which  the  AC  Program  applies  to 
individual  farms,  and  they  have  the  responsibility  of  administering  the  pro- 
gram in  the  interest  of  the  entire  Nation  in  such  a  manner  as  to  obtain  the 
greatest  possible  conservation  with  the  available  funds. 

The  following  tables  1  through  11  reflect  the  accomplishments  in  Idaho  for  1964. 
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TABLE  !.         ESTIMATED  NtfMBER  OF  FARMS,  ACREAGES  OF  FJtf?ML AND,  CROPLAND,  AND  NON-CfiOP  FASTliRE  AND  RANGE 


FSTiMATFn  NIIMRFR 

FARM!  ANn 
r  Hnl  IL  /ill  U 

OF 

PASTURE  AND  RANGE 

ACP  FARMS 

- 

Numb  ER 

Acres 

Ac  R  E  S 

Ar  R  F 

Aw  n  L. 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

ADA 

1 , 846 

322, 774 

116,822 

1  98,900 

ADAMS 

285 

346,  454 

35,  754 

308,  344 

BANNOCK 

937 

522,909 

209,549 

294,810 

BEAR  LAKE 

712 

340,651 

98,936 

238,662;- 

n  r~  11  p  I  fill 

BENEWAH 

An  A 

404 

302,660 

79,348 

220,26^' 

B 1 NGHAM 

2,  300 

890,  477 

320,000 

547,2  99- 

BLAINE 

O  O  C 

625 

326, 732 

56,636 

265,206 

BO  1  oh 

122 

274,981 

1  4, 1  9  3 

257,  991 

D  AM  HI  CT  □ 

BONNER 

870 

467  ,  0  00 

54,  000 

29,000=- 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

1 ,675 

586, 864 

32  4,000 

■  2  42,209^; 

BOUNDARY 

754 

1  48,  778 

55  ,  426 

88,  352'; 

BUTTE 

330 

1  73,  963 

58,949 

109,  936  ' 

CAMAS 

1 56 

237,  31  3 

109,082 

126,  404; 

CANYON 

2,  394 

318, 776 

255,108 

49,  40 3  " 

A  ft  1  O  Al  1 

CARIBOU 

889 

678,  786 

234,847 

43^^939  ^ 

CASS  1  A 

1 ,  474 

706, 344  • 

366,  741  • 

335r761  ; 

CLARK 

21  9 

403,581    •  • 

41 ,  48  4 

358,  1  36"' 

CLEARWATER 

602 

802,  711 

41,860 

758,  491 

CJSTER 

395 

226,  448  • 

50,130 

1  72,  704. 

ELMORE 

350 

443,503 

5  4,119 

383, 9l'2 

r~  n  i  lit/  1   I  ki 

FRANKL IN 

1,038 

2  72,  459 

1  44,194 

94,  1  77, 

FREMONT 

837 

481  ,899 

168, 109 

298,194 

GEM 

851 

326,  435 

50,596 

21  9,540 

GOODING 

1,093 

1  94,071  ' 

88,  487, 

97,  ?9b- 

1  DAHO 

920 

895,948 

222,  781 

666,960 

JEFFERSON 

1,  300 

394,096 

181,860 

199, 708y 

JEROME 

1,277 

21  3,  300  • 

154,812 

48,1 35" 

KOOTENAI 

992 

431,820 

120, 733 

305, 5  §7 

LATAH 

1,497 

569,563    •  ' 

2  40,  466 

319,045 

LEMH  1 

425 

256,  435 

55,000 

1  91 , 005  " 

LEWIS 

439 

266,840 

15  4,858 

108,930 

L  1 NCOLN 

545 

194,  480 

68,950 

123,66'0;' 

kt  k  r\  1  o  ^k  1 

MADISON 

920 

228, 730  _ 

1  71,194 

51;  38  4  ' 

MINI OOK  A 

1,663 

220,578'"*' 

1 77,966 

,'35,  368 

fiEZ  PERCE 

952 

525, OQO 

215,000 

304, 00&: 

ONEIDA 

586 

367,  787  ' 

227,51  7 

1  33,083 

OWYHEE 

650 

690,332 

85,888 

567,066 

PAYETTE 

1,242 

1       1  77,  1  36  '  ^ 

65, 430 

107,683 

POWER 

428 

401  , 837'- ■ 

276,  421 

1  1  7,096  _ 

TETON 

456 

188,92-1 

122,  700 

48,644^ 

TWIN  FALLS 

2,560 

565,979 

257,  745 

265,874 

VALLEY 

263 

268,679 

56, 167 

206,697  ^ 

-WASHINGTON 

932 

566,948 

109,  334 

'"'449, 6  if'' 

STATE  TOTAL 

39,205 

1  7,220,978 

5,993,  192 

T^a,38'3,906 
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TABLE  2. 


NUMBER  OF  PARTICIPATION  FARMS,  ESTIMATED  ACREAGES  OF  FARMLAND,  CROPLAND  AND  NON-CROP 
PASTURE  AND  RANGE  ON  PARTICIPATION  FARMS,  AND  COMPARISONS  WITH  COUNTY  TOTALS 


COUNTY 

ACP  FARMS 

FARMLAND 

CROPLAND 

NON-CROP  PASTURE 

AND  RANGE 

Numb  ER 

Acres 

% 

Acres 

% 

Acres 

% 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

ADA 

203 

A  A      Af?  A 

20,956 

6 

16,591 

1  4 

0    £5  07 

1 

ADAMS 

67 

47,681 

1  4 

1 1 , 360 

32 

00, 998 

12 

BANNOCK 

76 

81 , 1  30 

16 

38,010 

18 

A*  /Aft 

41 ,  420 

1  4 

BEAR  LAKE 

95 

81,763 

24 

30, 390 

31 

01, 1 00 

21 

BENEWAH 

84 

59,031 

19 

27,  753 

35 

Oft     Q  Oft 

JO, 9d2 

1  4 

B INGHAM 

41 1  - 

1  79,188 

20 

76,795 

24 

Oft  7  oe 

16 

BLAINE 

88 

70,098 

21 

22,515 

40 

4b,  400 

1  0 

BOISE 

1  4 

9,895 

4 

2,018 

1  4 

C    KC  7 

b,  Ob  / 

0 
0 

BONNER 

113 

56,158 

12 

8,681 

16 

ft     Aft  A 

b,  UUU 

O  1 

21 

BONNEVILLE 

293 

117,198 

20 

64,  702 

20 

4S,  U4U 

BOUNDARY 

1  45 

50,950 

34 

29,11  7 

53 

OA   O  0  0 

^U,  boo 

O  0 

2o 

BUTTE 

53 

41,519 

24 

20,280 

34 

on    fl  7Q 

1  0 

CAMAS 

55 

97,042 

41 

60,746 

56 

OK    AQ  7 

oo,  4y  f 

2o 

CANYON 

472 

52,712 

1  7 

43,946 

1  7 

o  00c 
i-i  oob 

0 

CARIBOU 

153 

154,778 

23 

85,262 

36 

CO  RCC 

bo, Obb 

1  c 
1  0 

^   A  A  1^  1  A 

CASSIA 

249 

112,043 

16 

78,293 

21 

00  flKn 
0^, oOU 

1  A 
1  U 

CLARK 

A  A 

41 

213,421 

53 

21,519 

52 

1 00    0  A7 

K  0 

Oo 

CLEARWATER 

95 

44,538 

6 

18,653 

45 

OK  770 

£0, \  r y 

Q 

0 

CUSTER 

77 

71,256 

31 

15,170 

30 

KK  110 
00, 1  1  ^ 

00 

o2 

ELMORE 

60 

81,363 

18 

20,  747 

38 

RO   Cl  0 

Oy,b1<: 

1  c 
1  0 

r*  n  A  Ally  1   t  Ai 

FRANKLIN 

216 

79,271 

29 

47,  465 

33 

OO    1  KQ 

2y,  1  oy 

d1 

FREMONT 

180 

104,  402 

22 

52,708 

31 

A7  AOO 

4f , 4oo 

IB 

GEM 

70 

32  ,  443 

10 

8,689 

1  7 

Ort    0  AO 
C\}f  040 

0 

y 

GOODING 

158 

32,  479 

1  7 

r7,635 

20 

1  0  0  00 

1 0,  ^oy 

1  A 

I  4 

IDAHO 

272 

2  45  ,  39  4 

27 

102,654 

46 

1  An    AO  A 

1  40  ,  4y  4 

O  1 

21 

ic*  r*  F*  1*  n  A/%Ai 

JEFFERSON 

166 

42  ,  5  78 

11 

26,542 

15 

1  A  COO 

1  4,09o 

7 

JEROME 

1 32 

28,081 

13 

20,985 

1  4 

C  AOl 

6,  4o1 

1  0 

1  0 

KOOTENAI 

157 

77,930 

18 

43, 370 

36 

AA       AA  A 

32,921 

1  1 

1     i  T  A  1  1 

LATAH 

A  AA 

432 

199,054 

35 

141,296 

59 

54,240 

17 

1  tf  lull  1  1 

LEMHI 

A  A 

99 

40, 491 

16 

19,986 

36 

20,365 

11 

LEWIS 

247 

1  75,  461 

66 

122,322 

79 

50,620 

47 

1     1  AI/%  f\t  A| 

LINCOLN 

235 

76,  445 

39 

41 , 965 

61 

33, 1 70 

27 

AA  A  M  1  A/k  A| 

MADISON 

AAA 

330 

65,735 

29 

51,158 

30 

13,263 

26 

MINI OOKA 

187 

47,848 

22 

a7,  425 

21 

6,879 

19 

NEZ  PERCE 

176 

1  47,344 

28 

84,  426 

39 

CO    71  0 

01 
21 

ONEIDA 

101 

74,212 

20 

46,112 

20 

27,197 

20 

OWYHEE 

130 

41,214 

6 

18,671 

22 

19,  453 

3 

PAYETTE  - 

161 

51,315 

29 

15,209 

23 

34,  483 

32 

POWER  ' 

49,192 

12 

35,236 

13 

13,563 

12 

TETON 

36 

28,297 

15 

17,010 

14 

7,887 

16 

TWIN  FALLS 

'  660 

122,  446 

22 

92,683 

36 

28,113 

11 

VALLtY 

105 

80,227 

30 

37,244 

66 

42  ,  0  79 

20 

WASHINGTON 

136 

1  45,976 

26 

36,000 

33 

108,  488 

24 

STATE  TOTAL 

7,278 

3,630,555 

21 

1,809, 339 

30 

1,694,623 

16 
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TABLE  3. 


STATE  SUMMARY  OF  POOLING  AGREEMENTS 


COUNTY 

TOTAL  FARMS 

AMOUNT  OF 

AGREEMENTS 

IN  AGREEMENTS 
—  ^ — = — —                — .  ■  — — —  ^ 

ASSISTANCE 

Number 

  -I—  :  =  :  _»<  .  ^ 

Dollars 

Number 

(0 

\  / 

(2) 
\'- 1 

(3) 

AHA 

MUM 

c.  J 

J,  jyy 

6 

BFAR  1  AKF 

4Q 

0    7  44 

0 

B 1 NGHAM 

C 

o 

0    7R  7 

o 

d. 

BONNEV 1 1  IE 

Q 
0 

BHTTF 

ou 

Q  A    7C  1 

■1 

1 

CANYON 

Sfi 
ou 

1  o 

1 

CAR  1  Rni 

U  Ml  1  1  (J  \J\J 

"J 

4 

C  ASS  1  A 

a 

0 

4.  c  n  7 

q 
0 

CUSTER 

1? 

1     9Q  4 

1 J  jy  T 

o 
d. 

ELMORE 

0 

7^  R 

1 

FRANKI  IN 

1  n 
1  U 

FREMONT 

c. 

97R 

1 

GEM 

1  1 

1  1 

C  7  fl 

i. 

RnoniNR 

94 

1  1  ,  0  oU 

c 

0 

IpcpcDoniki 

UU  I   1   u  I  ivJVJIf 

OD 

Q    71  B 

y,  / 1 0 

1  1 

jt.nut  ic 

D 

1    AO  c; 

Q 
O 

1  FNW  1 
L  L.  1  In  I 

1   no  "3 

2 

MAD  1  9nN 

Q 

■37  7 
0/  I 

0 

o 

MINI OOKA 

3 

523 

1 

ONE  1  DA 

24 

3,218 

4 

OWYHEE 

39 

9,121 

9 

PAYETTE 

35 

12,537 

1  4 

TETON 

19 

19,985 

3 

TWIN  FALLS 

27 

9,560 

12 

VALLEY 

25 

5,746 

6 

WASHINGTON 

20 

3, 1  44 

6 

STATE  TOTAL 

577 

239,031 

136 
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TABLE  3  (CONT'D). 


STATE  SUMMARY  OF  FOOLING  AGREEMENTS 


PRACTICE  NO.  B-7 
CONSTRUCTING  OR  SEALING  DAMS.  PITS,  OR  PONDS 
AS  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE  COVER  OS 
TO  MAKE  PRACTICABLE  THE  UTILIZATION  OF  THE 
LAND  FOR  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


PRACTICE  NO,  B-8  

INSTALLING  PIPELINES,  SUPPLEMENTAL  WATER  STORAGE, 

CISTERNS,  AND  ART  I  F  IC  I  AL  WATERSHEDS  FOR  LIVESTXK 

WATER  AS  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE  COVER 

OR  TO  MAKE  PRACTICABLE  THE  UTILIZATION  OF  THE 

LAND  FOR  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


COUNTY 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF 

NUMBER 

TOTAL  FARMS 

RODS 

AMOUNT  OF 

NUMBER 

TOTAL  FARMS 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

IN 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

IN 

(Dollars) 

AGREEMENTS 

AGREEMENTS 

( DOL  L  AR  S  ) 

AGREEMENTS 

AGREEMENTS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

CASSIA 

1,  482 

3,797 

2 

6 

FRANKLIN 

1 

75 

1 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 

75 

1 

4 

1,  482 

3,  797 

2 

6 

practice  no.  c-7 
constructing  channel  lining,  chutes,  drop  spill- 
ways, pipe  drops.  drop  inlets,  or  similar 
Structures  for  tRe  protection  of  outlets  and 
water  channels  that  dispose  of  excess  water 

PRACTICE  NO,  C-8 
STREAMBANK  OR  SHORE  PROTECTION,  CHANNEL  CLEARANCI 
ENLARGEMENT  OR  REALINEMENT.  OR  CONSTRUCTION  OF 
FLOODWAYS.  levees,  OR  DIKES.  TO  PREVENT  EROSION 
OR  FLOOD  DAMAGE  TO  FARMLAND 

COUNTY 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE 
(Dollars) 

NUMBER 
OF 

AGREEMENTS 

TOTAL  FARMS 
IN 

AGREEMENTS 

NUMBER 
OF 

PROJECTS 

AMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE 
( Dollars ) 

NUMBER 
OF 

AGREEMENTS 

TOTAL  FARMS 
IN 

AGREEMENTS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(s) 

(7) 

(8) 

GEM 

LEMHI 

MADISON 

TETON 

VALLEY 

1 
1 
1 

158 

257 
93 

1 
1 
1 

9 
4 
4 

1 
1 

816 
1  45 

1 

1 

12 

5 

STATE  TOTAL 

3 

538 

3 

1  7 

2 

961 

2 

1  7 

12 


TABLE  3  (CONT'D) 


STATE  SUMMARY  OF  POOLING  AGREEMENTS 


COUNTY 


ELMORE 
JEFFERSON 
OWYHEE 
VALLEY 


PRACTICE  NO,  C-9 
CONSTRUCTING  PERMANENT  OPEN  DRAINAGE  SYSTEMS 
TO  DISPOSE  OF  EXCESS  WATER 


ACRE 


(1) 


560 

1  30 


AMOUN^  OF 
ASSISTANCE 
(Dollars  ) 


(2) 


756 
2,  481 

994 


NUMBER 
OF 

AGREEMENTS 


(3) 


TOTAL  FARM 
IN 

AGREEMENTS 


(4) 


PRACTICE  NO.  C-10 
INSTALLING  UNDERGROUND  DRAINAGE  SYSTEMS  TO 
DISPOSE  OF  EXCESS  WATER 


ACRE 


(5) 


28 


AMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE 
( Doll  ARS ) 


(6) 


339 


NUMBER 
OF 

AGREEMENTS 


7) 


TOTAL  FARMS 
IN 

AGREE^ENTS 


(8) 


STATE  TOTAL 


698 


4,231 


1 1 


28 


339 


COUNTY 

PRACTICE  NO.  C-12 
REORGANIZING  FARM  IRRIGATION  SYSTEMS 

SERVE  WATER  AND  PREVENT  EROSION 

TO  CON- 

PRACTICE  NOo  G-15 
LINING  IRRIGATION  DITCHES  TO  PREVENT  EROSION 

AND  LOSS  OF  WATER  BY  SEEPAGE 

ACRES 
IRRIGATED 

AiMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE 

NUMBER 
OF 

Mb  nC  n.llL.I'i  1  0 

TOTAL  FARM 

IN 

AGREEMENTS 

RODS 

AMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE 

lUULLAno  ) 

NUMBER 
OF 

MunCLI  iCIM  lO 

TOTAL  FARMS 
IN 

Mu  nc c  1  iz.i\  i  o 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

ADA 

20 

1  75 

1 

2 

307 

3,153 

4 

15 

BEAR  LAKE 

2,925 

2,  744 

5 

49 

BINGHAM 

133 

2,698 

1 

6 

BONNEVILLE 

2,31  7 

7,119 

3 

12 

322 

5,181 

5 

1  3 

BUTTE 

3,200 

90,261 

1 

30 

CANYON 

975 

5,206 

7 

24 

380 

3,050 

5 

12 

CARIBOU 

4,998 

6,  436 

4 

45 

CASSIA 

115 

810 

1 

2 

'  CUSTER 

2,  491 

1,  394 

2 

12 

FRANKLIN 

901 

9,992 

5 

1  7 

207 

2,284 

4 

^y 

FREMONT 

372 

375 

1 

2 

GEM 

103 

520 

1 

2 

GOODING 

2,106 

11,830 

5 

34 

JEFFERSON 

1,792 

2,  465 

6 

23 

255 

4,331 

4 

8 

JEROME 

960 

1,  425 

3 

6 

LEMHI 

956 

207 

1 

10 

MADISON 

80 

90 

2 

5 

MINI  DOKA 

891 

52  3 

1 

3 

ONE  1  DA 

1,891 

2,386 

4 

24 

15 

832 

1 

9 

OWTHEE 

2,  461 

3,603 

6 

21 

331 

5,1  79 

4 

21 

PAYETTE 

1,067 

11,782 

12 

33 

82 

755 

2 

5 

TETON 

1,961 

19,840 

2 

1  4 

TWIN  FALLS 

2,659 

9,560 

12 

27 

VALLEY 

6,  353 

4,659 

6 

25 

WASHINGTON 

1,089 

2,544 

5 

16 

50 

600 

1 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

39,  483 

105,685 

95 

408 

5,282 

118,324 

32 

136 

13 


TABLE  3  (CONT'D) 


STATE  SUMMARY  OF  POOLING  AGREEN£NTS 


STRUCTURES 

PRACTICE  NOo  C-15 
IN  LINED  IRRIGATION  DITCHES 

PRACTICE  NOo  F-2(a) 
CONTROL  OR  ERADICATION  OF  PERENNIAL 
WEEDS  NECESSARY  FOR  THE  SUCCESSFUL 

NOXIOUS 
ESTABLISHMENT 

OF  A  COVER  OF  PERENNIAL  OR  BIENNIAL  LEGUMES  AND/ 
OR  PERENNIAL  GRASSES,  OR  A  BETTER  CROP  ROTATION 

COUNTY 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF 

NUMBER 

TOTAL  FARMS 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF 

NUMBER 

TOTAL  FARMS 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

IN 

ASS  1  STANCE 

OF 

1  N 

(Dollars ) 

AGREEMENTS 

AGREE^ENTS 

f  Do  1  L  A  R  S  1 

AGREEMENTS 

AGREEMENTS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

ADA 

2 

35 

1 

2 

4 

36 

1 

3 

BINGHAM 

1 

69 

1 

4 

BUTTE 

3 

4,500 

1 

30 

JEFFERSON 

58 

441 

2 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

64 

5,045 

5 

40 

4 

36 

1 

3 

14 


TABLE  4.  PRACTICE  N0„  A-2 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A  PERMANENT  VEGETATIVE  COVER  FOR  SOIL  PROTECTION  OR  AS  A  NEEDED  LAND-USE  ADJUSTMENT 


r*  ni  1  MTV 
UUuNI  Y 

n  V  L  n  Ho  L 

ASS  1  STANCE 
PER  UNIT 

(Dollars) 

ACRE 

EST.  ASSlSTo 
FOR  FERTI L IZFR 

f  Do  L  1  A  R  S  1 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASS  1  STANCE 

(  On  1  1  A  R  9  1 

V  / 

NUMBER 

DF 
r  Mm  lo 

V  ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(5) 

A  n  A  MO 

AuAMo 

18.01 

217 

1,181 

3, 909 

13 

DAM  wrv^i/ 

1  .65 

954 

1,577 

25 

D  C  AD     1    A  L/  [~ 

bhAK  LAKE 

3.18 

854 

2,080 

21 

DcNhWAH 

4.  40 

1 ,086 

4,  782 

52 

D  1  M  O  U  A  M 

2.83 

1 ,225 

3,  462 

56 

dO  I  Sh 

9.  34 

22  4  ' 

25 

2,092 

5 

dONNER 

6.52 

1,  45  4 

2,934 

9,  475 

84 

bUNNh V 1 LLt 

5.74 

284 

1,6  30 

7 

D  nj  1  M  n  A  □  V 
dUUIN  UAHY 

7 .  39 

1 , 122 

1,504 

8,292 

70 

tSU  1  1  t 

.  94 

967 

907 

2 

0  An  1  BlJU 

2.  92 

1 , 321 

3,85  4 

27 

PI   A  D 1/ 

OLAMK 

0.59 

459 

1,648 

10 

PI  CADl/ATCTD 

L/Lt  AnWA  1  tn 

4,  5  4 

869 

436 

3,945 

43 

p  1  1  QT  r  n 

UUo  1  tn 

6.56 

34 

223 

2 

t  LnUnh 

3.  35 

1,212 

4,065 

20 

r  HANKL 1 N 

5.15 

366 

1,884 

17 

FREMONT 

3.58 

51  0 

1,824 

23 

1  DAHO 

2 .  41 

2,  407 

5,795 

106 

KOOTENAI 

4.  31 

1,932 

1,262 

8,323 

85 

LATAH 

3.  41 

2,982 

10,154 

1  41 

LEWIS 

5.52 

1,560 

2,611 

8,618 

51 

MAD! QnM 

7  OK 

/  .  do 

208 

430 

1,529 

15 

NEZ  PERCE 

5.87 

965 

774 

5,665 

45 

PAYETTE 

3.39 

204 

692 

3 

POWER 

3.31 

235 

778 

3 

TWIN  FALLS 

3.60 

5 

18 

1 

VALLEY  i 

4.50 

1,  950 

989 

8,  777 

34 

WASHINGTON 

3.77 

696 

2,624 

19 

STATE  TOTAL 

4.16 

26,102 

12,1  46 

108,622 

980 

PRACTICE  NO. 

A-2  (COMPONENT) 

ESTABLISHMENT 

OF  A  PERMANENT  VEGETATIVE  COVER  FOR  SOIL 

PROTECTION    OR  AS 

A  NEEDED  LANDHJSE 

ADJUSTMENT 

COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 

(Dollars  ) 

ACRE 

EST.  ASSIST, 
for  fertilizer 

(Dollars  ) 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
assistance 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 
OF 
FARMS 

ADAMS 

(1) 
7.44 

(2) 
257 

(3) 
1,913 

(4) 

1,91  3 

(5) 

5 

STATE  TOTAL 

7.44 

257 

1,91  3 

1,913 

5 

15 


TABLE  4      (CONT'D)  PRACTICE  NO.  A-3 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  ACREAGES  OF  VEGETATIVE  COVER  IN  CROP  ROTATION  TO  RETARD  ERQSION  AND  TO  IMPROVE 

SOIL  STRUCTURE,  PERMEABILITY,  OR  WATER-HOLDING  CAPACITY 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PFR  UNIT 

I  n  n  1  1  i  R  s  1 

ACRE 

EST.  ASSIST. 
FOR  FERTILIZER 

( Doll  ARS ) 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 

( Doll  ARS ) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

(1  ) 

(2) 

(3) 

[V 

(5) 

BANNOCK 

1 .26 

254 

31  9 

5 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

2.  46 

82 

202 

7 

BOUNDARY 

1.10 

5  36 

T3 

591 

21 

BUTTE 

4.  30 

1 0 

43 

2 

CAMAS 

1  .50 

2,  755 

4, 1  33 

29 

CARIBOU 

1 .34 

35  4 

476 

17 

CASSIA 

2.69 

421 

1  47 

1,1  32 

9 

CLEARWATER 

3.34 

73 

97 

244 

2 

FRANKLIN 

4.30 

308 

1,323 

23 

uc  r  r  L 1 1  u  vjiM 

2  91 

45 

1  02 

2 

KOOTENAI 

5.  43 

111 

1  45 

603 

4 

LEWIS 

1 .06 

1,818 

92 

1,928 

27 

ONE  1  DA 

1  .21 

1,117 

1,348 

46 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 .58 

7,884 

494 

12, 444 

194 

PRACTICE  NO.  A-5 


ESTABLISHMENT  OF  CONTOUR  STR I PCROPP I N6  TO  PROTECT  SOIL  FROM  WATER  OR  WIND  EROSION 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

BENEWAH 

5.00 

3 

15 

1 

BONNEVILLE 

4.09 

223 

912 

1 

KOOTENAI 

5.00 

84 

420 

1 

LATAH 

5.00 

36 

180 

2 

ONE  1  DA 

4.99 

1  45 

72  4 

2 

STATE  TOTAL 

4.58 

491 

2,251 

7 

16 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D) 


PRACTICE  NO.  A-7 


ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A  STAND  OF  TREES  ON  FARMLAND  FOR  PURPOSES 
OTHER  THAN  THE  PREVENTION  OF  WIND  OR  WATER  EROSION 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  AGP 

NUMBER 

C  UU  N 1  Y 

ASS  I  STANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

( Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

BONNER 

54.50 

8 

436 

2 

CLEARWATER 

25.00 

2 

50 

1 

FREMONT 

19.00 

1 

19 

1 

KOOTENAI 

47.36 

11 

521 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

46.6  4 

22 

1,026 

6 

PRACTICE  NO.  A-8 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A  STAND  OF  TREES  OR  SHRUBS  ON  FARMLAND 
TO  PREVENT  WIND  OR  WATER  EROSION 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

( Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

BONNEVILLE 

1  41  . 35 

1  .04 

1  47 

1 

POWER 

34.00 

1 

» 

34 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

88.73 

2.04 

181 

2 

17 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D), 


PRACTICES  NO.  A-7,  A--6,  Q-i  (PARTS) 
TILLAGE  0^  TREES  OR  SHRUBS  PLANTED  PRIOR  TO  1964 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars ) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

KOOTENAI 

7.1  7 

6 

43 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

7.17 

6 

43 

1 

PRACTICES  NO,  A-7,  A-6,  G-1  (PARTS) 


FENCING  PLANTED  AREAS  OF  TREES  OR  SHRUBS 


AVERAGE 

ROD 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

( Doll  ARS ) 

( Doll  ARS ) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

BONNEVILLE 

1.15 

198 

228 

2 

CLEARWATER 

.95 

80 

76 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

1  .09 

2  78 

30  4 

3 

18 


TABLE  4      (CONT'D).  PRACT I CE  Na  B-2 

IMPROVEMENT  OF  VEGETATIVE  COVER  ON  RANGELAND  BY  ARTIFICIAL  RESEEDING 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 

ACRE 

EST.  ASSIST. 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

Aoo  :  0  ;  AINL/t 

FOR  PERT  1 L 1 ZER 

ASS ISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

( Dollars) 

( Doll  ars ) 

( Dollars ) 

(4) 

(5) 

AHA 

7  1  n 

on 

1  42 

1 

ADAMS 

1  n 

vJ   »     1  U 

1 

1  Oo 

"7  r\c 

795 

5 

BANNOCK 

1  7R 

Q 

y 

16 

1 

R'^NFWAH 

o  ^  y 

Oil 

2  75 

3 

R 1 NRH  AM 

9  47 

1  QO 

>l  "7  C 

475 

2 

Rl  A  1  WF 

o  on 

c  r\  c 

595 

4 

0  .  uu 

0 

25 

1 

RONWFR 

7 

31 6 

7 

BONNFV  i  1  1  F 

7P 

779 

2,  91 0 

5 

C  AMA.S 

74 

■1        O  7  A 

1 ,  370 

4 

0  AR  1  Rnii 

R  47 

1  OU 

970 

2 

CASS  1  A 

1  .  U  0 

y^b 

1 , 003 

7 

CI  ARK 

0  9  Q 

1  49 

3,263 

4 

CI  FARWATFR 

■pn 

OU  0 

676 

7 

CIISTFR 

Q9 

1    R  Ql 

1 ,  oy  1 

1 ,  7  32 

1 1 

Fl  MORF 

9  fi7 

1      C  O  A 

1 , 580 

5 

CFM 

9  ftl 
0.01 

99 

1 

u  VJ'J  U  1  IM  u 

1  71 

1  RT 

o  r»  n 

269 

3 

1  nAHD 
1  u  Hn  u 

1    Q  4 
I.St 

935 

1  4 

79 

1  R9 

inn 
1  09 

IFRDMF 

9  nn 
^ .  uu 

1  UU 

o  nn 

<i00 

1 

KnflTFW  A  1 

i\  yjyj  !  L. IM  M  1 

9n 

1  OQ 

1  ^y 

(  0 

/ 1  Q 

4]  J 

7 

LATAH 

9  44 

GOO 

oi  y 

o 
0 

1  FMH 1 

l_  L.  1  111  1 

c;  n  7 
bU  / 

4 

1  FWIS 

L.  U-  W  1  U 

R   1  7 

0.1/ 

77 

'    4f  0 

2 

'  1  NCOl  N 

RR 
.00 

on 

jU 

oy 

1 

MF7  PFRH- 

9  R  4 

^  .  0  T 

Rn9 

1      QO  7 
1  ,  0<i 

6 

ONE  1  DA 

2.74 

140 

383 

1 

OWYHEE 

1  .84 

235 

432 

1 

PAYETTE 

6,00 

66 

396 

1 

POWER 

2.75 

20 

55 

1 

TETON 

4.60 

65 

299 

2 

TWIN  FALLS 

1 .63 

1,007 

1,645 

6 

VALLEY 

5.17 

24 

124 

1 

WASHINGTON 

2.99 

337 

1,008 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

2.23 

11,564 

75 

25,802 

1  35 

19 


TABLE  4  (CO.MT'D), 


PRACTICE  NO,  B-3 


CONTROLLING  COMPETITIVE  SHRUBS  TO  PERMIT  GROWTH  OF  ADEQUATE  DESIRABLE 
VEGETATIVE  COVER  FOR  SOIL  PROTECTION  ON  RANGE  OR  PASTURE  LAND 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASS  1  STANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UN  IT 

P  A  RMS 

(  Dollars  ) 

I  Hni  '  A R 9  ^ 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

ADAMS 

1  3,  71 

154 

2,112 

8 

BANNOCK 

1 . 73 

1,907 

3,292 

13 

BEAR  LAKE 

1 . 45 

2,598 

3,776 

7 

BENEWAH 

1  4.90 

70 

1,0  43 

5 

B 1 NGH AM 

1.94 

1  40 

271 

4 

n  1    A  1  M  f" 

BLAINE 

1.63 

1 , 775 

2,898 

11 

BOISE 

3. 1 6 

100 

316 

1 

BONNEVI LLE 

1 . 96 

308 

605 

3 

BOUNDARY 

1  .20 

10 

12 

1 

D 1 1 X  xr" 

BUTTE 

1  .  43 

120 

1  72 

1 

O  A  M  A  O 

CAMAS 

1.74 

935 

1,630 

3 

CAR  1  BOU 

1 . 45 

4,058 

5,904 

12 

O  A  O  O  !  A 

CASS  1  A 

2.  30 

2,554 

5,865 

12 

CLARK 

1.14 

10,569 

12,002 

17 

o  s  p  A  ni  (  A  X  r~  n 

CLEARWATER 

4.00 

100 

400 

2 

CUSTER 

1 . 90 

2,  323 

4,  410 

13 

ELMORE 

1 .66 

2,275 

3,  784 

12 

FREMONT 

1 .22 

1 ,896 

2,  318 

8 

GEM 

2.20 

10 

22 

1 

1  DAHO 

12.51 

279 

3,  489 

17 

Jt|-  FtHSON 

1 .07 

160 

1  72 

1 

JEROME 

3.50 

100 

350 

1 

1/  r\  AT  C  M  A  1 

KOOi  tNAI 

9.  98 

41 

409 

4 

1    A  T  A  M 

LATAH 

4.00 

20 

80 

1 

LEMH  1 

1 . 91 

1,680 

3,21 1 

1  4 

LEWS  S 

4.24 

104 

441 

4 

L  INCOLN 

2 .25 

100 

225 

1 

NEZ  PERCE 

3,89 

187 

728 

8 

ONEIDA 

1  .71 

674 

1,153 

4 

OWYHEE 

1 ,67 

1,085 

1,81  7 

6 

POWER 

1  ,45 

340 

493 

1 

TETON 

16.41 

180 

2,953 

2 

TWIN  FALLS 

1.53 

605 

92  7 

4 

VALLEY 

14.00 

1 

14 

1 

WASHINGTON 

3.94 

118 

465 

3 

• 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 .80 

37,576 

67,  759 

206 

20 


TABLE  4     (CONT'D).  PRACTICE  MOo  B-6 

CONSTRUCTING  WELLS  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER  A3  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE  COVER 
OR  TO  MAKE  PRACTICABLE  THE  UTILIZATION  OF  THE  LAND  FOR  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


AVERAGE 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

F  A  R  M,^ 
r  Hni  lo 

1  rin  II  i  R  <!  1 

1  Dn  1  1  A  R  1 

(1  ) 

(2) 

(3) 

D  A  M  M  rv'*  1/ 

BAN  NOOK 

p  r\  A 

600 

1 

600 

1 

D  1  NGHAM 

COO 

2 

1     rv  c  o 

1 3  052 

2 

AD  1  D  A 1  1 

U  AH ! dOU 

ob  1 

2 

7  00 

2 

C  Ado  1  A 

031 

0 

1     n  c  c 

1 ,  9o5 

0 

L-  U  0 1 1  n 

C  0  /I 

2 

•1     A  r*  r\ 

1,069  ■ 

A 

2 

r ;  MOD  C 

7o0 

750 

FREMONT 

550 

550 

! 

GEM 

382 

382 

KOOTENAI 

63  ■ 

63 

LEWIS 

350 

350 

NEZ  PERCE 

367 

2 

735 

2 

ONE \  DA 

511 

5 

2,555 

5 

TETON 

400 

1 

400 

1 

WASHINGTON 

375 

3 

1,124 

3 

STATE  TOTAL 

440 

28 

12,320 

28 

PRACTICE  NO,  B-5  (COMPONENT) 

CONSTRUCTING  WELi-S  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER  A3  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE  COVER 
OR  TO  MAKE  PRACT: CABLE  THE  UTILIZATION  OF  THE  LAND  FOR  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 

( Dollars ) 

NUMBER 

OF 
WELLS 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

BONNEVILLE 

250 

1 

250 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

250 

1 

250 

1 

21 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D). 


PRACTICE  NOc  B-6 


DEVELOPING  SPRINGS  OR  SEEPS  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER  AS  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE 
COVER  OR  TO  MAKE  PRACTICABLE  THE  UTILIZATION  OF  THE  LAND  FOR  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


AVERAGE 

NUMBER  OF 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

SPRINGS 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UN  IT 

AND  SEEPS 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

( Doll  ARS ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

AHAM.S 

rt  U  Ml  t'O 

106 

1 

1  06 

1 

R  ANNDCK 

300 

1 

300 

1 

DCAR   1  AKF 

53 

5 

266 

4 

RONNE^'  IMF 

59 

2 

1 1  8 

2 

CAMAS 

\J  r\l  lr\\J 

85 

3 

254 

3 

CAR  1  BOll 

\J  nil  i  I  U  V u 

27 

4 

1  08 

4 

CASS  1  A 

1  37 

1 

1  37 

1 

CI E ARWATER 

82 

2 

1  65 

2 

ELMORE 

81 

1 

81 

1 

-   FRANKI  IN 

73 

2 

1  46 

2 

1  DAHO 

24 

42 

988 

33 

KOOTENAI 

21 

1 

21 

1 

LATAH 

53 

8 

426 

8 

LEWIS 

17 

n 

188 

7 

NEZ  PERCE 

42 

13 

5  49 

12 

ONE  1  DA 

153 

2 

307 

1 

VALLEY 

103 

2 

206 

1 

WASHINGTON 

74 

3 

22  3 

3 

STATE  TOTAL 

44 

104 

4,589 

87 

22 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D)o 


PRACTICE  NOo  B-? 


CONSTRUCTING  OR  SEALING  DAMS,  FITS  OR  PONDS  AC  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE 
COVER  OR  TO  MAKE  PRACTICABLE  THE  UTILIZATION  OF  THE  LAND  FOR  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


AVERAGE 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

\J  \J'J  111  ! 

HOC  1  O  1  Mi\j  ol. 

ASS  1  STANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

STRUGTURES 

FARMS 

,  , 
\ Dollars) 

( Dollars ) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

ADAMS 

110 

3 

329 

3 

BEAR  LAKE 

45 

1 

45 

1 

BENEWAH 

153 

3 

458 

3 

BINGHAM 

233 

6 

1,399 

2 

BLAINE 

500 

1 

500 

1 

BONNEVILlE 

45 

2 

90 

2 

CAMAS 

63 

3 

189 

1 

CARIBOU 

46 

5 

229 

3 

CASSIA 

192 

1 

1  92 

1 

CLARK 

59 

3 

208 

1 

CLEARWATER 

1  47 

7 

1,032 

7 

FRANKLIN 

75 

1 

75 

4 

GEM 

326 

1 

325 

1 

1  DAHO 

218 

4 

874 

4 

KOOTENAI 

69 

1 

39 

1 

LATAH 

309 

9 

2,782 

9 

LEWIS 

1  32 

5 

559 

4 

LINCOLN 

26 

1 

26 

1 

NEZ  PERCE 

1  47 

4 

590 

4 

TETON 

108 

1 

108 

1 

TWIN  FALLS 

8  7 

3 

262 

3 

WASHINGTON 

303 

8 

2,  427 

8 

STATE  TOTAL 

! 

 1 

176 

73 

- 

12,669 

65 

23 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D). 


PRACTICE  NO,  B-8 


INSTALLING  PIPELINES,  SUPPLEMENTAL  WATER  STORAGE,  CISTERNS,  AND  ARTIFICIAL  WATERSHEDS 
FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER  AS  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE  COVER  OR  TO  MAKE  PRACTICABLE 
THE  UTILIZATION  OF  THE  LAND  FOR  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


AVERA3E 

ROD 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

( Dollars  ) 

( Dollars ; 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(^) 

BANNOCK 

1  .36 

1  33 

161 

1 

BEAR  LAKE 

3.  40 

194 

660 

1 

BENEWAH 

2.27 

322 

731 

2 

BONNER 

3.01 

541 

1,630 

1 

BUTTE 

1 .32 

243 

320 

1 

CARIBOU 

1  . 49 

224 

334 

1 

CASS  1  A 

2.16 

4,1  36 

8,959 

12 

ELMORE 

4.67 

3 

1  4 

1 

IDAHO 

4.85 

46 

223 

5 

KOOTENAI 

3.73 

304 

1,135 

4 

LATAH 

5.38 

159 

852 

2 

LEWIS 

7.64 

1  4 

107 

1 

LINCOLN 

1.94 

275 

534 

1 

NEZ  PERCE 

2.85 

706 

2,015 

6 

ONE  1  DA 

9.12 

16 

146 

2 

TFTDN 

?  4*1 

1  o  u 

1 
1 

WASHINGTON 

4.35 

113 

491 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

2.47 

7,591 

18,72  4 

43 

PRACTICE  NO.  B-e 

ARTIFICIAL  WATERSHEDS  TO  ACCUMULATE  RUNOFF  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER  TO  IMPROVE  GRASSLAND  MANAGEMENT 

AVE-A3E 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUr^ER 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

STRUCTURES 

FARMS 

(Dollars ) 

(Dollars) 

BUTTE 

19 

1 

19 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

19 

1 

19 

1 

24 


TABLE  4      (CONT'D),  PRACTICE  NO,  B-9 

CONSTRUCT iNG  PERMANENT  FENCES  AS  A  MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


f' nil  MTV 

AVERAGE 

RODS 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

Aob 1 o 1 ANbt 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1 } 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

ADA 

.67 

536 

360 

1 

ADAMS 

.81 

1,332 

1,074 

10 

BANNOCK 

,68 

240 

163 

1 

BEAR  LAKE 

1 .07 

1,220 

1,306 

9 

BENEWAH 

1  .02 

1,371 

1,401 

7 

BINGHAM 

1  .13 

2,925 

3,  315 

1  4 

BLAINE 

.77 

1,  715 

1,320 

4 

BOI SE 

1  ,26 

1,1  35 

1,426 

5 

BONNER 

.99 

4,261 

4,230 

22 

BONNEVILLE 

.98 

1,434 

1,  411 

9 

BOUNDARY 

1  .08 

382 

412 

5 

BUTTE 

1.15 

39 

45 

1 

CAMAS 

.95 

559 

531 

2 

CARIBOU  ■ 

.95 

525 

497 

3 

GASSI  A 

1.11 

2,436 

2,705 

6 

CLARK 

1 .21 

2,254 

2,719 

5 

CLEARWATER 

1  .01 

210 

212 

2 

CUSTER 

1.51 

4,453 

6,  707  • 

18 

ELMORE 

.79 

3,  300 

2,598 

7 

FRANKL IN 

1.29 

2,234 

2,891 

9 

FREMONT 

1.04 

1,380 

1,  436 

10 

GEM 

1 .00 

44 

44 

1 

1  OAHO 

1.04 

3, 066 

3,189 

16 

JEROME 

1  .96 

153 

300 

1 

KOOTENAI 

1,03 

262 

269 

3 

LATAH 

.81 

1, 125 

910 

7 

LEMH 1 

1 .26 

5,310 

6,680 

28 

LEWIS 

1.13 

918 

1,033 

5 

LINCOLN 

1 .24 

2,202 

2,727 

5 

MAD! SON 

1,10 

19  8 

218 

2 

NEZ  PERCE 

.90 

2,643 

2,386 

12 

POWER 

1 .27 

602 

763 

2 

TWIN  FALLS 

.42 

1,600 

670 

2 

VALLEY 

,86 

2,236 

1,965 

13 

WASHINGTON 

.53 

697 

366 

5 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 .06 

54,997 

58,279 

252 

25 


TABLE  4      (CONT'D)„  PRACTICES  NO.  B-5,  B-6,  8-7,  B-8  (pARTS) 

TANKS  OR  TROUGHS  FOR  STORAGE  OF  LIVESTOCK  WATER  TO  iMPROvE  GRASSLAND  MANAGEMENT 


AVERAGE 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

STRUCTURES 

FARMS 

\^UOLLAno  j 

UU  L  L  A  n  0  j 

(1 ) 



(3) 

ADAMS 

1  0  4 

1 

1  04 

1 

BEAR  LAKE 

96 

6 

C  "7  C 

575 

5 

BENEWAH 

26 

2 

53 

2 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

26 

o 
O 

"7  D 

78 

A 

3 

CAR  1 BOU 

86 

6 

51  9 

5 

A  O  O  1  A 

CASS  1  A 

60 

12 

71  8 

12 

CLARK 

0  0  7 

00  7 

1 

O  0  ~7 

oo7 

1 

00 

0 
0 

1  0  4 

0 
0 

CUSTER 

49 

4 

1  A  A 

1  96 

2 

ELMORE 

88 

o 
0 

264 

0 

0 

n  n  A  M 1/  1   1  M 

PR ANKL ! N 

inn 

1  00 

2 

O  A  1 

201 

2 

FREMONT 

2o 

2 

50 

1 

fDAHO 

64 

48 

3,091 

39 

KOOTENAI 

55 

5 

276 

5 

LATAH 

84 

13 

1,098 

12 

LEWIS 

54 

14 

761 

8 

LINCOLN 

50 

1 

50 

1 

NEZ  PERCE 

108 

17 

1,839 

16 

ONE  1  DA 

49 

13 

631 

7 

WASHINGTON 

42 

6 

255 

6 

STATE  TOTAL 

69 

162 

11, 200 

134 

26 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D)o 


PRACTICE  NOo  B-10 
IMPROVEMENT  OF  A  STAND  OF  FOREST  TREES  ON  FARMLAND 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

1 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(^^ 

ADAMS 

35.91 

47 

1,688 

3 

BENEWAH 

71 .77 

22 

1,579 

7 

BOISE 

64.10 

10 

6  41 

3 

BONNER 

43.50 

8 

348 

5 

BOUNDARY 

53,00 

2 

106 

2 

CLEARWATER 

53.62 

16 

858 

9 

IDAHO 

61 .67 

30 

1,850 

5 

KOOTENAI 

66.59 

79 

5,261 

27 

LATAH 

49.67 

15 

7  45 

6 

NEZ  PERCE 

57.60 

5 

288 

1 

VALLEY 

30.00 

5 

150 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

56.54 

239 

13,514 

69 

27 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D). 


PRACTICE  NO.  C-1 


ESTASLlSHfSMT  OF  PERMANENT  SOO  WATERWAYS  TO  OlSFCSE  OF 
EXCESS  WATER  WITHOUT  CADS  INS  E?^OSION 


-    !    1    -    -  ;1 

1,000  SQUARE 

ES".  ASSIST. 

AMOUNT  OF  AGP 

NUrfiER 

GOiiNTY 

rE_T 

rOR  FtiRTiLIZER 

ASSlSTANCi 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

/„  \ 

<  y  \ 
\  ' 

wy 

oAnnuui^ 

1  Qfi 
1  •  OO 

1  'V\ 

9h7 

o 

c 

gCAfi  Ln\C 

o  / 

OXJQ 

i 

1  P'^9 

7 
1 

D  i  ncn/in 

1  *i  19 

1 RR 

1  OD 

?    fil  ^ 

«J 

Dunne  V 1  LLC. 

1  70 

4ftQ 

7QR 

1 

1 

o/w  wo 

ii  -  " 

RO 
DU 

970 

47Q 

sn4 

9 

1  VI7 

1  Uw 

1 
1 

ni  FARMATFR 

49 

Q 

1  RAHn 
!  unni/ 

.  - 

7R'^ 

I  O  w 

D 

KOOTENAI 

✓ ,  2  ~ 

2^ 

531 

3 

LATAH 

-  : 

1,085 

4,543 

15 

LEWIS 

^.25 

1,007 

4, 308 

1 5 

NEZ  PERCE 

400 

350 

5 

ONEIDA 

2.59 

552 

1,427 

5 

POUER 

2.10 

176 

370 

2 

TETON 

566 

556 

4 

VALLEY 

60 

183 

1 

r-'i  ^o^ii 

2.59 

1 

21,025 

80 

1  

ESTA5L!Sft€NT  OF  PERMANENT  SOD  WATERWAYS  TO  DISPOSE  OF 
EXCESS  WATER  WITHOUT  CAUSING  EROSION 


COUNTY 

 1 

r  r.n  „-K  .  i 

(Dollars) 

1,000  SQUARE 

-EET 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

.'».>'5ER 

OF 
FARMS 

(1) 

BENEWAH 

.10 

641 

63 

9 

STATE  TOTAL 

.10 

641 

63 

9 

28 


1 

TABLE  4      (CONT'D)„  PRACTICE  N0„  C-2 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  PERMANENT  VEGETATION  AS  A  PROTECTION  AGAINST  EROSION 


AVERAGE 

1,000  SQUARE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

o  r\i  1  MTV 
0  UU  N  1  Y 

MOO  1  o  1  AlML-t 

r  tt  1 

A  QQ 1 QT  AM 

Ur 

DC  0    1 1  M  1  T 

rtri  UN  1  1 

r  Anl  lO 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

(2) - 

117- 

CLEARWATER 

o05 

42 

2 

4 

FREMONT 

.11 

44 

5 

1 

1  DAHO 

.05 

131 

7 

1 

KOOTENAI 

.10 

196 

20 

2 

LATAH 

.11 

1,307 

1  43 

6 

LEWIS 

.11 

305 

34 

2 

STATE  TOTAL 

.10 

2,025 

211 

16 

PRACTICE  NOo  C-5 


CONSTRUCTING  DIVERSION  TERRANCES,  DITCHES,  OR  DIKES  TO  INTERCEPT 
RUNOFF  AND  DIVERT  EXCESS  WATER  TO  PROTECTED  OUTLETS 


AVERAGE 

LINEAR 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

FEET 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(DqLLARS) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

BENEWAH 

.15 

1,040 

156 

CARIBOU 

.09 

450 

39 

FRANKLIN 

.34 

3,500 

1,200 

GEM 

1  .25 

110 

138 

LATAH 

.03 

1,800 

46 

ONE  1  DA 

.11 

3,000 

334 

2 

POWER 

.08 

450 

34 

1 

WASHINGTON 

.12 

2,210 

271 

2 

STATE  TOTAL 

.18 

12,560 

2,222 

10 

29 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D) 


PRACTICE  NO.  C-6 


CONSTRUCTING  EROSION  CONTROL,  DETENTION,  OR  SEDIMENT  RETENTION  DAMS,  PITS,  OR  PONDS 
TO  PREVENT  OR  HEAL  GULLYING  QR  TO  RETARD  OR  REDUCE  RUNOFF  OF  WATER  -  NON^^TGRAQE  TYPE 


AVERAGE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

l\rUMBER 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

FRANKLIN 

153 

1 

153 

1 

ONE  1  DA 

89 

7 

621 

5 

STATE  TOTAL 

97 

8 

774 

6 

PRACTICE  NO,  C-7 


CONSTRUCTING  CHANNEL  LINING,  CHUTES,  DROP  SPILLWAYS,  PIPE  DROPS,  DROP  INLETS,  OR  SIMILAR 
STRUCTURES  FOR  THE  PROTECTION  OF  OUTLETS  AND  WATER  CHANNELS  THAT  DISPOSE  OF  EXCESS  WATER 


AVERAGE 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

STRUCTURES 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

CANYON 

225 

1 

225 

1 

GEM 

64 

4 

258 

11 

MADISON 

161 

2 

323 

5 

PAYETTE 

26 

4 

103 

2 

POWER 

1,271 

1 

1,271 

1 

VALLEY 

41 

4 

163 

5 

STATE  TOTAL 

1  46 

16 

2,343 

25 

30 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D). 


PRACTICE  NOo  C-8 


STREAMBANK  OR  SHORE  PROTECTION,  CHANNEL  CLEARANCE,  ENLARGEMENT  OR  REALINEMENT,  OR  CON- 
STRUCTION OF  FLOODWAYS,  LEVEES,  OR  DIKES,  TO  PREVENT  EROSION  OR  FLOOD  DAMAGE  TO  FARMLAND 


COUNTY 


BENEWAH 

BOUNDARY 

CUSTER 

KOOTENAI 

LATAH 

LEMHI 

TETON 

VALLEY 


AVERAGE  ■ 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 


(Dollars) 


469 
890 
381 
1,000 
259 
730 
1  45 
206 


NUMBER 
OF 

PROJECTS 


(2) 


AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 


(Dollars) 


NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 


(3) 


(4) 


2 
1 
6 
1 
1 

13 
1 
1 


STATE  TOTAL 


571 


938 
890 
3,049 
1,000 
259 
9,  496 
1  45 
208 


2 

1 

4 

1 

1 

34 
5 
1 


28 


15,985 


49 


31 


TABLE  4  (CONT'D) 


PRACTICE  NO,  C-9,  C-10,  F-1 -c 
CONSTRUCT iNG  DRAINAGE  SYSTEMS  TO  DISPOSE  OF  EXCESS  WATER 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 

f  Doll  AR  s  ^ 

ACRES 
DRAINED 

Al  lull  IN  1    Ur    AO  r 

ASSISTANCE 
( Dollars  ) 

Ml  iMR  F  R 

OF 
FARMS 

(1) 

(2) 

—  

(3) 

ADA 

32.24 

45 

1,  451 

2 

ADAMS 

16,07 

184 

2,957 

9 

BEAR  LAKE 

19.37 

24 

465 

1 

BENEWAH 

16.68 

230 

3,836 

11 

BINGHAM 

1 .05 

60 

63 

BLAINE 

3.22 

40 

129 

BONNER 

16.10 

20 

322 

BOUNDARY 

1 1  .86 

1  32 

1,566 

4 

CAMAS 

3.  48 

211 

734 

4 

CANYON 

74.  44 

9 

670 

2 

CLEARWATER 

68.00 

2 

1  36 

2 

ELMORE 

9.00 

311 

2,801 

6 

FRANKLIN 

29.08 

93 

2,  704 

8 

GEM 

34.71 

31 

1,076 

1 

1  DAHO 

17.10 

188 

3,214 

1  4 

JEFFERSON 

4.28 

650 

2,  781 

6 

KOOTENAI 

15.65 

54 

8  45 

1 

LATAH 

92.89 

no 

10,218 

37 

LEMH  1 

2.50 

1,  343 

3,  355 

7 

LEWIS 

39.  43 

47 

1,853 

9 

LI  NCOLN 

2.  48 

316 

784 

1 

MADISON 

3.87 

260 

1,007 

3 

MINI DOKA 

,87 

157 

137 

1 

NEZ  PERCE 

51  .30 

60 

3,078 

9 

OWYHEE 

8,52 

129 

1,099 

5 

PAYETTE 

1  4.99 

80 

1,199 

3 

TETON 

1 .69 

421 

713 

5 

VALLEY 

15.86 

283 

4,  488 

10 

WASHINGTON 

12.16 

203 

2,468 

10 

STATE  TOTAL 

9.86 



5,693 

=-=    

56,1 49 

174 

32 


TABLE  4  (GONT'O) 


PRACTICE  NOo  G-9  (PART) 
SPREADING  SPOIL  BANKS  -  OLD  DRAINAGE  DITCHES 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASS i STANCE 
PER  UNIT 

(Dollars) 

RODS 
SPREAD 

AMOUNT  OF  AGP 
ASSISTANCE 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

ADAMS 
BINGHAM 
BONNER 
VALLEY 

.86 
1  .62 
.31 
.61 

80 
839 
2  42 

118 

69 
1,356 
75 
72 

1 
6 
1 
1 

STATE  TOTAL 

1  .23 

1,279 

1,572 

9 

33 


TABLE  4      (CONT'D)  PRACTICE  N0„  C-12 

REORGANIZING  FARM  iRR;6AT!0N  SYSTEMS  TO  CONSERVE  WATER  AND  PREVENT  EROSION 


AVFR ARF 

TOTAL  ACREAGE 

AMOUNT  OF  AGP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

IRRIGATED 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

ON  FARMS 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

ADA 

3. 31 

427 

1 ,  41  4 

6 

ADAMS 

2 .25 

80 

1 80 

1 

BANNXK 

29.50 

230 

6,  785 

7 

BEAR  LAKE 

6,  33 

806 

5,099 

1  3 

B INGHAM 

6.  35 

2, 1  97 

1  0,  962 

o7 

BLAiNE 

1 .73 

2, 1  45 

3,706 

1  4 

BOiSE 

.87 

512 

A  AH 

445 

2 

BONNEVI LLE 

2.  76 

1,211 

3,  348 

8 

BUTTE 

1 .57 

2,071 

3,2  42 

1 

CAMAS 

,84 

80 

A  "7 

67 

1 

CANYON 

3.58 

5,029 

1 8, 029 

46 

CAR  1  BOU 

9.  78 

2,  71  3 

26,522 

28 

C  ASS  1  A 

1 .96 

9,585 

1 8,  794 

48 

CLARK 

2.  50 

60 

1 50 

1 

CUSTER 

5.57 

270 

1,505 

4 

ELMORE 

4.  71 

750 

3, 533 

1  5 

FRANKL IN 

9.62 

1 ,003 

9,653 

21 

FREMONT 

2.24 

7,  467 

16,696 

33 

GEM 

1  7.  43 

689 

12, 007 

O  A 

20 

60001 NG 

2.68 

3,  379 

9, 059 

27 

JEFFERSON 

1 .22 

5,828 

7, 1 1  4 

47 

JEROME 

1 .78 

8, 1  60 

1  4,  490 

C  It 

51 

KOOTENAI 

6.87 

40 

275 

1 

LEMH  1 

2.82 

3,  785 

10,667 

18 

■      I  ft  1            ■     ft  1 

LINC  OLN 

1 . 41 

3,6  44 

5, 1  34 

15 

MAO  1  SON 

4.21 

1 ,661 

6, 989 

54 

MIN 1 DOKA 

1.15 

6,  903 

7,  969 

42 

NEZ  PERCE 

12.03 

105 

1 ,263 

1 

ONE  1  DA 

2.92 

1,985 

5,797 

11 

OWYHEE 

2.  43 

3,618 

8,803 

21 

PAYETTE 

2.79 

2,8  49 

7,951 

32 

POWER 

2,69 

3,706 

9,951 

10 

TETON 

3.94 

2,510 

9,897 

6 

TWIN  FALLS 

2.46 

1  7,810 

43,868 

109 

VALLEY 

.25 

2,808 

689 

6 

WASHINGTON 

1 .59 

1,758 

2,790 

10 

STATE  TOTAL 

2.76 

1  07,  874 

297,843 

767 

34 


TABLE  4      (CONT'D)„  PRACTiCE  NO,  C-12 

REORGANIZING  FARM  'RR I  GAT  I  ON  SYSTEMS  TO  CONSERVE  WATER  AND  PREVENT  EROSION  (POOLING  AGREEMENTS  ONLY) 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 

PER  UNIT 

(Dollars ) 

TOTAL  ACREAGE 
IRRIGATED 
ON  FARMS 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASS  1  STANCE 

i^UOLLARS  ) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

(2) 

(3) 

]  &\ 
\V 

ADA 

0  ,  '  J 

20 

1  75 

c 

RF  AR  1  AKF 

Q  A 

2j  925 

2,  744 

Ad 

ROMMF  V  IMF 

Q  n  7 
0.  U  / 

2,317 

7,119 

1  0 

r  AM YON 

0  .  Ot 

975 

5,206 

CAP  1  BOM 

1    0  Q 
1  .  ^y 

4,  998 

i                 6, 436 

AR 

n  A?,S  i  A 

1 1  5 

810 

0 

<i. 

u  u  o  (  c  n 

.Ob 

2,  491 

1,394 

12 

PRAMKI  IM 
r  n  M!^n  L  !  IV 

1-1    n  n 

11 .  uy 

901 

9,992 

1  7 

1  n  1 
1  .  U  1 

372 

375 

2 

GFM 

0  ,  uo 

1  03 

520 

2 

Rnon 1  MR 

R  CO 

2,106 

11,830 

34 

iFFFFRQAM 
■JL.  r  r !_  "  i^\J!m 

1  .  00 

1,  792 

2,  465 

23 

IF  RfiMF 
JL n'JI  It 

1     y1 0 

1  ,  4o 

960 

1,  425 

6 

1  FMH  1 
LCI  In  1 

956 

207 

10 

M  A  n  1  9  riM 
1  IMIJ  1  OVvi 

"1      1  O 

1.12 

80 

90 

5 

MINIDOKA 

.59 

891 

523 

3 

ONE  1  DA 

1.26 

1,891 

2,386 

24 

OWY'HEE 

1 .46 

2,  461 

3,603 

21 

PAYETTE 

11,04 

1,067 

11,782 

33 

TETON 

10.12 

1,961 

19,840 

1  4 

TWIN  FALLS 

3.60 

2,659 

9,560 

27 

VALLEY 

.73 

6,  353 

4,659 

25 

WASHINGTON 

2.34 

1,089 

2,54^ 

16 

STATE  TOTAL 

2.68 

i 

39  ,  48  3  1 

105,685 

408 

35 


TABLE  4      (CO!\!T'D)o  PRACTICE  NOo  C-l3 

LEVELING  LAND  FOR  MORE  EFFICIENT  U3E  OF  IRRIGATION  WATER  AND  TO  PREVENT  EROSION 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 

PFR  liW  1  T 
r  u  n  u  !M  1  1 

(Dollars) 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 

OF 
F  ARMS 

(1 ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(A) 

ADA 

15.69 

1,090 

1  7, 1  00 

54 

ADAMS 

19.50 

99 

1,931 

7 

BANNOCK 

18.85 

65 

1,225 

3 

BEAR  LAKE 

29.  43 

83 

2,  443 

6 

BINGHAM 

19.  45 

1,118 

21,741 

93 

BLAINE 

1  7.97 

308 

5,535 

15 

BONNEVILLE 

19,34 

576 

1 1 , 1  39 

37 

BUTTE 

21,05 

322 

6,779 

13 

CAMAS 

18,31 

154 

2,820 

5 

CANYON 

19.51 

1,572 

30,665 

99 

CASSIA 

16.19 

849 

13,748 

39 

CLARK 

2  4.19 

43 

1,040 

2 

aU-STER 

20,69 

369 

7,633 

13 

ELMORE 

19.86 

202 

4,01 1 

12 

FRANKLIN 

33.88 

265 

8,979 

15 

FREMONT 

19.49 

421 

8,205 

25 

GEM 

24.03 

494 

1 1,872 

29 

GOODING 

19.55 

357 

6,979 

37 

JEFFERSON 

1  7.66 

1 ,  465 

25,878 

89 

JEROME 

18,64 

306 

5,  705 

29 

LEMHI 

27.88 

1  96 

5,  464 

12 

LINCOLN 

1  9.08 

1  46 

2,  786 

12 

MADISON 

19.75 

1,123 

22,183 

71 

MINI  DOKA 

14.99 

580 

8,695 

32 

ONEIDA 

26.88 

17 

457 

2 

OWYHEE 

19.98 

484 

9,669 

29 

PAYETTE 

26.33 

1,035 

27,255 

73 

POWER 

29.67 

217 

6,438 

10 

TWIN  FALLS 

14.65 

194 

2,843 

13 

VALLEY 

25.59 

17 

435 

2 

WASHINGTON 

19.59 

781 

15,296 

47 

STATE  TOTAL 

19.87 

1  4,948 

296,949 

925 

36 


TABLE  4     (COM! ' 0)0 

CONSTRUCTING  OR  L 


PRACTICE  NOc  0-14 
INING  DAMS,  PITS,  OR  PONDS  FOR  IRRIGATION  WATER 


COUNTY 


AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 


DOLLAfi-S) 


ADAMS 

340 

3EAR  LAKE 

351 

BINGHAM 

255 

CARIBOU 

325 

FRANKim 

367 

LATAH 

291 

MINIDOKA 

154 

ONE  1  DA 

488 

OWYHEE 

479 

POWER 

52 

TWIN  FALLS 

490 

VALLEY 

155 

NUMBER 
OF 

STRUCTURES 


W 

1 
2 

1 
2 
3 
1 
3 
1 
1 
1 

2 
1 


AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 


(Dollars ) 


340 
702 
255 
651 
,102 
291 
461 
488 
479 
52 
980 
155 


NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 


1 
2 
1 
2 
3 
1 
3 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 


STATE  TOTAL 


31  3 


19 


5,956 


19 


PRACTiCE  NOo  C-15 

LINING  IRRIGATION  DITCHES  TO  PREVENT  EROSION  AND  LOSS  OF  WATER  BY  SEEPAGE 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 

(Dollars) 

ROD 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 

( Doll  ARs ) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

(1) 

(3) 

(4) 

ADA 

9.07 

2,348 

21,288 

57 

BANNOCK 

11  .34 

294 

3,333 

4 

BINGHAM 

17.00 

496 

8,  430 

13 

BONNEVILLE 

1  3.22 

519 

6,862 

15 

BUTTE 

28.21 

3,200 

90,261  1/ 

30 

CANYON 

7.22 

7,379 

53,280 

130 

CASS!  A 

10.17 

3,404 

34,607 

48 

FRANKLIN 

12.59 

676 

8,512 

22 

GEM 

11 .23 

152 

1,707 

2 

GOODING 

5.81 

340 

1,977 

4 

IDAHO 

38 . 40 

5 

192 

1 

JEFFERSON 

15.22 

637 

9,697 

1  4 

JEROME 

9.83 

1,128 

11,089 

27 

LINCOLN 

10.63 

446 

4,740 

6 

MINIDOKA 

12,59 

3,58  4 

45,137 

1 1  4 

ONE  1  DA 

23.71 

77 

1,826 

10 

OWHEE 

9.43 

2,88  7 

27,229 

62 

PAYETTE 

8,31 

1,016 

8,448 

26 

POWER 

14.29 

35 

500 

1 

TWIN  FALLS 

8.79 

2,494 

21,932 

48 

WASHINGTON 

11 ,75 

255 

2,997 

8 

STATE  TOTAL 

11 ,60 

31 , 372 

364,044 

6  42 

1/    Special  ACP  Project 


37 


-  STRUCTURES 


GOUMTY 


AVEFASE 
ASSISTANCE 
PEP.  UMiT 


NUMBER 


AMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE 


( Dollars) 


OF 


'3^ 


4! 


ADA 

17 

2 

7= 

2 

BINGHAM 

76 

153 

5 

B(»INEV!LLE 

19? 

? 

19? 

1 

BUHE 

1,500 

3 

4,500  1/ 

30 

CASSIA 

7 

203 

3 

FRANKLIN 

20 

123 

13 

JEFFERSON 

8 

58 

441 

4 

ONEIDA 

10 

2 

20 

1 

PAYETTE 

63 

2 

127 

2 

VALLEY 

272 

1 

272 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

57.82 

105 

6,071 

52 

l/  Spec  al  -Z-  troject 

SUBSOIL JNG  TO  l^fPROVE  V,: 


--A—iCE  NO.  C-17 
■RATION  AND  RETARD  RUNOFF  TO  COS' 


-  REGULAR  SUBSOIL IN6 


AVE--2E 

ACRE 

NUMSEn 

COUNTY 

ASS 

OF 

-I-  .SIT 

-  -=.^'S 

■  Toll  *.ss 

(Dollars) 

(1) 

ill 

2.00 

2?D. 

2.  48 

41 

102 

1 

4.00 

595 

2,380 

19 

CANYON 

19.07 

452 

8,621 

25 

CLEARWATER 

2.25 

48 

108 

1 

ELMORE 

4.43 

1,050 

4,652 

6 

FRANKLIN 

4.33 

1,0« 

4,517 

31 

FREMONT 

1.70 

2,393 

4,072 

36 

GEM 

160 

590 

7 

LATAH 

'  .  ■^  2 

727 

1,030 

7 

LEWIS 

2. ,  z  I 

455 

1,138 

1 

MADISON 

1 .75 

1,523 

2,663 

14 

NEZ  PERCE 

2.25 

1,109 

2,496 

7 

PAYETTE 

1  3.52 

255 

3,534 

24 

POWER 

.50 

1,321 

661 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

3.24 

11,456 

37,164 

186 

38 


TABLE  4      (GONT'D)„  PRACTICE  NOo  C-17 

SUBSOILING  TO  iMPROVE  WATER  PENETRATION  AND  RETARD  RUNOFF  TQ  CONTROL  EROS!  Of!  -  NOTARY  SUBSOIL  iNG 


AVFRARF 

AMOUNT  Of  ATP 

MIIMRFR 
nui  Dun 

CO*JNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

f  4RM9 

(Dollars) 

(Doll  ARS ) 

FREMONT 

1 .00 

i23 

123 

3 

MADISON 

1  .25 

2,635 

3,294 

6 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 .24 

2j  758 

3,  417 

9 

PRACTICES  iMOc  0-1,  D-3,  F-l-E 
TEMPORARY  COVER  FOR  EROS i ON  CONTROL  AND  LANDUSE  ADJUSTMENT 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNiT 

(Dollars) 

ACRE 

EST,  ASSIST, 
FOR  FERTILIZER 

( Dollars ) 

AMOUNT  0^  AC  = 
ASSISTANCE 

(dollars ) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

{') 

(5) 

BOUNDARY 

.80 

30 

24 

2 

CARIBOU 

.  47 

950 

451 

8 

CLEARWATER 

2 

.73 

151 

413 

7 

FRANKLIN 

.52 

275 

'  42 

7 

IDAHO 

1 

.12 

6,616 

7,  406 

83 

KOOTENAI 

1 

.03 

2,5  40 

2,625 

25 

LATAH 

1 

.05 

13,  928 

1  4,606 

1  49 

LEWIS 

1 

) 

.75 

1,262 

2,21  3 

17 

MADISON 

1 
I 

.19 

799 

448 

948 

4 

NEZ  PERCE 

1 

.18 

6.448 

7,604 

56 

ONE  1  OA 

.57 

99 

56 

4 

TETON 

.62 

82 

51 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 

.10 

33,180 

446 

36,5  41 

363 

39 


TA5_E  4      (GONT'D)o  pRACT[GES  NOo  F-I-a.,  F-1-e  (E-l) 

STUBBLE  MULCHING  TO  IMPROVE  SOIL  PREMEABiLITY  AND  TO  PROTECT  SOIL  FR(^  WIND  AND  WATER  EROSION 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UN;T 

(Dollars) 

ACRES 

AMOUNT  OF  AGP 
ASSISTANCE 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

ii; 

(2! 

(3) 

(4) 

BOUNDARY' 
CLEARWATER 
FRANKLIN 
LEWi  s 

1 .00 
.50 
1,00 

78C 
2,61? 
1,269 
26  974 

780 
1,309 
1,269 
13  4R7 

18 
33 

26 
1  flf) 

STATE  TOT  a;. 


,53 

31,640 

16,845 

257 

PRACTICE  NOo  FH-D 

(E-2) 

ESTABLISHMENT 
LAND  TO  P 

OF  CONTOUR  FARMING  OPERATIONS  ON  NONTERRACEO 
ROTEGT  SOIL  FROM  WIND  OR  WATER  EROS: ON 

COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 

(Dollars) 

ACRES 

AMOUNT  OF  AGP 
ASSISTANCE 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

LEWIS 

1 .00 

1,092 

1,092 

2 

STATE  TOTAL 

1  .00 

1,092 

1,092 

2 

PRACTICES  NO,  F-1-H,  F-1-i  fA-4) 


TREATMENT  OF  FARMLAND  TO  *=ERM!T  THE  USE  OF  LEGUMES  AND  GRASSES 
FOR  SOIL  IMPROVEMENT  AND  PROJECTION  -  LIMING  MATERIALS 


AVERAGE 

ACRES 

TONS 

AMOUNT  OF  AGP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

(^Dollars  ) 

(Dollars ) 

(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

BONNER 

6.66 

41 

27 

273 

4 

KOOTENAI 

9o42 

12 

12 

113 

2 

VALLEY 

12.80 

164 

484 

2,099 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

11.45 

217 

523 

2,  485 

10 

40 


TABLE  4  .(.CONT'D). 


PRACTICE  NO,  F-2-.A 


CONTROL  OR  ERADICATION  OF  PERENNIAL  NOXIOUS  WEEDS  NECESSARY  FOR  THE  SUCCESSFUL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF 
A  COVER  OF  PERENNIAL  OR  BiENNiAL  LEGUMES  ANO/OR  PERENNIAL  GRASSES,  OR  A  BETTER  CROP  ROTATION 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT 

OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

nni  ' 

ft  n  o  1 

(Dollars ) 

(1 

) 

(2) 

(3 

) 

AHA 

ADA 

7. 

41 

1  ,^48 

s. 

2  44 

9o 

ADAMS 

4. 

44 

2  30 

1, 

022 

BANNOCK 

2. 

30 

931 

2, 

1  44 

OA 

30 

B 1 NGh AM 

1 . 

60 

8,193 

13, 

101 

O  O  A 

2  36 

n  !   A  t  M  r~ 

BlA 1 NE 

1  . 

50 

1,773 

2, 

652 

C  A 

50 

BONNtn 

1  . 

97 

61 

2 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

1 . 

21 

1  0^  643 

12, 

887 

21  7 

BOUNDARY 

25 

4,  990 

1, 

2  45 

A  O 

63 

BUTTE 

2. 

87 

1  01 

290 

2 

CAMAS 

3. 

48 

450 

1, 

567 

23 

CANYON 

6, 

32 

1 ,  435 

9, 

074 

1  78 

CAR  1  BOU 

10. 

32 

400 

4, 

329 

A  0 

43 

CASS  1  A 

4. 

41 

1,841 

8, 

116 

A  O 

93 

C  LE ARWATER 

. 

75 

1 ,  7  72 

1 , 

328 

45 

CUSTER 

9. 

21 

^  C  A 

254 

2, 

340 

1  7 

FRANKL IN 

5. 

58 

668 

3, 

725 

75 

FREMONT 

3. 

81 

1 ,  41  0 

5, 

373 

"7  A 

70 

GEM 

5. 

11 

35 

1  79 

A 

9 

GOOD! NG 

2. 

50 

688 

1, 

71  3 

53 

1  DAHO 

2. 

29 

1 , 375 

3, 

1  45 

75 

JEFFERSON 

9. 

15 

221 

2, 

022 

1  1 

JEROME 

8. 

36 

277 

2, 

316 

KOOTENAI 

3. 

24 

678 

2, 

196 

26 

LATAH 

1 . 

30 

11 , 744 

15, 

322 

334 

LEWI  S 

1  . 

18 

4,  836 

5, 

723 

1  1  4 

L  1  NCOLN 

1  . 

85 

4,  8  42 

8, 

978 

0  1  o 
d  1  d 

MADISON 

7. 

61 

2,1  43 

16, 

319 

253 

MINIDOKA 

18. 

51 

70 

h 

296 

13 

NEZ  PERCE 

20. 

19 

154 

3, 

109 

91 

ONE  1  DA 

53. 

75 

4 

215 

2 

POWER 

18. 

78 

50 

939 

10 

TWIN  FALLS 

1  . 

81 

8,186 

812 

48  4 

VALLEY 

5. 

86 

1,057 

6, 

199 

50 

WASHINGTON 

4. 

05 

221 

896 

26 

STATE  TOTAL 

2. 

25 

72,  949 

163, 

877 

3,081 

41 


TABLE  ^      (CONT'D).  PRACTICE  N0_-  —2-5 


DEEP  PLOV^ING  OF  3AN0Y  GROPLANO  Sj5j£GT  TO  WIND  ERCSiON  TO  PROTECT  SOIL  FROM  BLOWING 


AVERAGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNfT 

FARr« 

fDOL.A=S ' 

(Dollars) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

JEROME 

13.58 

19 

258 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

13.56 

19 

258 

1 
1 

PRACTICE  NO. 

PITTING  LAND  TO  PREVENT  SOIL  LOSS 

,  RETARD  RUNOFF  AND  IMPROVE  WATER  PENETRATION  - 

EMERGENCY  TILLAGE 

AVE^  AGE 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 

NUMBER 

COUNTY 

ASSISTANCE 

OF 

PER  UNIT 

FARMS 

(Dollars) 

(Dollars) 

(l) 

(2) 

(3) 

CARIBOU 

.25 

52 

13 

1 

CASSIA 

.50 

347 

173 

2 

STATE  TOTAL 

.  47 

www 

186 

3 

42 


TABLE  4      (CONT'D).  PRACTICE  N0»  G-1-a 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  VEGETATIVE  COVER  PROVIDING  WILDLIFE  FOOD  PLOTS  AND  HABITAT 


COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 

(Dollars) 

ACRE 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 

( DOL  L ARS) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

LEWIS 

(0 

10 

(2) 
1 

(3) 
10 

(4) 
1 

STATE  TOTAL 

10 

1 

10 

1 

- 

PRACTICE  NO.  G-3-A 

CONSTRUCTING  PONDS  OR  DAMS  FOR  WILDLIFE 

COUNTY 

AVERAGE 
ASSISTANCE 
PER  UNIT 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 

AMOUNT  OF  ACP 
ASSISTANCE 

(Dollars) 

NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 

BENEWAH 
BONNER 
CLEARWATER 
LEWIS 

34 
40 
300 
92 

(2) 

1 
1 
1 
1 

(3) 

34 
40 
300 
92 

(4) 

1 
1 
1 
1 

STATE  TOTAL 
 ,  h 

116 

4 

466 

4 

43 


TABLE  5. 


SUWARY  OF  ESTIMATED  ASSISTANCE  USED  FOR  FERTILIZERS 


BOUNTY 


AMOUNT  Or  ASSISTANCE 


( Do 


L  L  A  R  S 


ADAjMS 

BOISE 

BONNER 

BOUNDARY 

CASSIA 

CLEARWATER 

KOOTENAI 

LEWIS 

MADISON 

NE2  PERCE 

VALLEY 


3^094 
25 
2,999 
1,517 
147 
533 
1,482 
2,703 
878 
774 
989 


STATE  TO^AL 


15,1  41 


TABLE  6. 


VALUE  OF  AND  PAYMENTS  MADE  FOR  PERf^ORMING  CONSERVATION  PRACTICES 


COUNTY 

NUMSER 

CREDIT  VALLE  AND 

AMOUNT 

PERCENT 

TOTAL  PAYMENTS 

OF 

PRAGTiCE  PAYMENT 

OF  SCi 

ADJUSTMENT 

AFTER 

PAYEES 

BEFORE  SiZE-OF -PAYMENT 

FOR 

SIZE -OF -PAYMENTS 

ADJUSTMENT 

SIZE -OF -PAYMENT 

ADJUSTMENT 

.  1  ! 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

AHA 

1  So 

51,209 

?,Q53 

102 

52,262 

A  Pi  AM  C! 

AUAno 

67 

18,529 

395 

102 

18,92  4 

R  A  M  M  rv^  1/ 

"7  A 

76 

20,  742 

503 

102 

21,245 

R  C  A  D    1   Al/  C 

A  C 

95 

20,559 

397 

102 

20,  956 

R  F  MC\J  AU 

84 

16,676 

620 

1  03 

19,296 

H 1 MPU  AM 

d ! Nbn  An 

41  2 

70,  492 

3,061 

104 

73,  553 

D  L  A  1  |\j  t 

Q  O 

0  0 

1  7,  335 

5  45 

103 

17,880 

Rn  1 
dU  I  at 

1  4 

4,  9  45 

79 

102 

5,024 

1  1  J 

1  7,206 

1,117 

106 

18,323 

uUfviMt  V  1  LLt 

<io4 

50,  934 

2,641 

105 

53,575 

Hni  1 M  n  A  Dv 

1    ^  A 

1  49 

1  6,298 

1,273 

108 

17,571 

Rl  1 TTF 
DU  1  1  C 

0  J 

1 06, 578 

87 

100 

106,665 

r  ama c 

61 

1  3,565 

421 

103 

1  3,986 

P  A MvnM 

475 

125, 770 

1,890 

101 

127,660 

u An  !  DU'J 

1  00 

52, 571 

947 

102 

53,513 

P  A  QC  1  A 

0  AoO  1  A 

A  >1  "7 

2  47 

99,622 

1,057 

101 

100,879 

PI  A  DLC 

42 

2 1 ,  36  7 

197 

101 

21,564 

PI  C  ADl./ATCD 

OLt  AMWA 1 tn 

99 

1 1,  757 

925 

108 

12,682 

P  )  1  OT  r  D 

C  u  o  1  h  H 

70 

30,258 

336 

101 

30,594 

tLrlOnt 

60 

20, 1  33 

235 

101 

28, 368 

!■  HANKL  1  N 

1  99 

58,591 

1,  451 

102 

60,  042 

CDC  MAM  T 

r  HLrluNT 

1  85 

41,046 

1,  330 

103 

42,  376 

ACM 

GEM 

62 

29,220 

274 

101 

29,  494 

A  A  A  O  I  M  1^ 

GOOD  i  NG 

129 

31,827 

81  4 

103 

32,6  41 

1  DAHO 

285 

35, 163 

2,552 

107 

37, 715 

iC  r-p"  r*  nA/*Mii 

JEFFtRSON 

1  41 

50,  781 

72  3 

101 

51,504 

JEROME 

1  32 

36,1  33 

652 

102 

36, 785 

1/  A  r^T  r*"  11 1  1  I 

KOOTENAI 

160 

25,  431 

1,519 

106 

26,950 

!     A  X  A  1  1 

LATAH 

460 

64,506 

4,539 

107 

69,045 

LEMH 1 

79 

39,687 

290 

101 

39,  977 

LEWI  S 

269 

44,510 

2,  325 

105 

46,8  35 

I    I  ft  1  o  ^  1  ft  1 

LI NCOLN 

237 

26,043 

1,662 

106 

27,  705 

MADIbON 

340 

55,563 

2,659 

105 

58,222 

MINI  OOKA 

187 

6  4,218 

334 

101 

64,552 

NEZ  PERCE 

203 

34,022 

T,  465 

104 

35,  487 

ONE! DA 

94 

20,874 

681 

103 

21,555 

OWYHEE 

105 

53, 1  31 

189 

100 

53,  320 

PAYETTE 

1  47 

61,537 

426 

101 

61,963 

POWER 

48 

22,  339 

226 

101 

22,565 

TETON 

24 

35,  35  4 

111 

100 

35,  465 

TWIN  FALLS 

662 

97,51  7 

4,452 

105 

101,969 

VALLEY 

93 

30,858 

560 

102 

31,  418 

WAoH 1 Nb 1  ON 

I2b 

OA     A  AC 

36,2  45 

A  £■  O 

658 

1  02 

36, 903 

STATE  TOTAL 

 [ 

7,184  1/ 

1,  791,  342 

47,671 

103 

1,839,01  3 

W    Number  of  f 

ARMS   EXCEEDS  NUM 

BER   CF    PAi'EES   BECAUSE  OF 

MANAGER   TYPE  POOL! 

NG  AGREEMENTS 
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TABLE  7. 


SJIilARY  OF  FARMS  RECEIVING  PROGRAM  SERVICES 


NUMBER 

FUNDS 

COUNTY 

OF 

USED 

FARMS 

ADA 

0  1 

7  d  A 

R  1 MPU  AM 

1  4 
1  't 

DUNNl  V 1 L  Lt 

7D 

10 

Q  Q  7 

dU  '  1  t 

Q 

c 

AO 
'til 

U  AlV  I  UN 

00 

K  C  A 

DbU 

CASSIA 

96 

1,456 

JEFFERSON 

8 

1  36 

JEROME 

4 

126 

MADISON 

68 

862 

MINIDOKA 

98 

996 

PAYETTE 

38 

1,098 

TETON 

28 

307 

TWIN  FALLS 

1  4 

445 

STATE  TOTAL 

518 

7,944 
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TABLE  8, 


SUmARY  OF  FARMS  SERV:CED  BY  SCS  UNDER  THE  SCS  %  AGREEMENTS 


COUNTY 

NUMBER  OF  REFERRALS 
NUMBER 

TOTAL  AMOUNT 
'N  AfiPEFMFWT 

DOLLARS 

\  

AMDIIWT   DF    PAID  VnilPl-IFRQ 
niiuu  IM  1    ur    r  M  1  U   V  UUutl  L  no 

DOLLARS 

(0 

(2) 

(3) 

ADA 

184 

2,690 

2,690 

ADAMS 

52 

T,079 

1,079 

BANNOCK 

30 

1,02  7 

1,027 

BEAR  LAKE 

66 

1,068 

1,068 

BENEWAH 

64 

1,942 

1,942 

B 1 NGhAM 

187 

4,276 

4,276 

BLA  i  NE 

74 

1,06  4 

1,06  4 

BOi  bE 

10 

2  41 

241 

n    11 1 A 1  r*  n 

BONNER 

21 

751 

751 

n  /*NA  1  M  r"  I  /  t  1  1  f~ 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

127 

2,5  45 

2,545 

BOUNDARY 

12 

446 

446 

BUTTE 

46 

4,830 

4,830 

CAMAS 

20 

1,133 

1,1  33 

CANYON 

51  0 

6,  484 

6,  484 

CAR  1 BOU 

70 

2,8  49 

2,8  49 

U  ASS  1  A 

256 

5,T57 

5,157 

CLARK 

3 

234 

234 

CLEARWATER 

42 

957 

957 

CUSTER 

36 

1,581 

1,581 

ELMORE 

68 

1,  335 

1,335 

FRANKL 1 N 

116 

2,818 

2,818 

FREMONT 

90 

2,21  7 

2,217 

GEM 

104 

1,  464 

1,464 

GOODI NG 

1 1  3 

1,587 

1,587 

1  DAHO 

157 

2,047 

2,047 

JEFFERSON 

2i8 

2,9r3 

2,913 

JEROME 

210 

2,034 

2,034 

KOOTENAI 

36 

1,203 

1,203 

LATAH 

136 

3,  448 

3,  448 

LEMHI 

83 

1 , 919 

1,919 

LEWIS 

73 

1,891 

1,891 

LINCOLN 

120 

1,2T3 

1,213 

MADISON 

1  77 

2,909 

2,909 

MINI DOKA 

338 

3,  446 

3,  446 

NEZ  PERCE 

72 

2,256 

2,256 

ONEIDA 

52 

1,078 

1,078 

0\a/YHEE 

163 

2,675 

2,675 

PAYETTE 

218 

3,062 

3,062 

POWER 

50 

1,187 

1,187 

TETON 

27 

1,722 

1,722 

TWIN  FALLS 

222 

4,607 

4,607 

VALLEY 

50 

1,78  4 

1,784 

WASHINGTON 

150 

2,105 

2,105 

STATE  TOTAL 

4,853 

93,274 

93,274 
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TABLE  9. 

SUmARY  OF  F/ 

\RMS  SERVICED  WITH  1^  AGREEMENTS 

b  

s 

COUNTY 

NUMBER  OF  REFERRALS 

TOTAL  AMOUNT 

AMOUNT  OF  PAID  VOUCHERS 

!N  AGREEMENT 

NUMBER 

DOLLARS 

DOLLARS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

AUAno 

A 

O  "1  c 

<i  1  b 

□  IT  MC\./  A  U 

DtNtwAn 

1  1 

00  o 
000 

000 

dU  I  oh 

0 

67 

D AMM  C  D 

bUNNtn 

1  OK 

1  90 

D  Al  1  M  n  A  DV 

DUUIMUAnY 

ft 
0 

O  07 

O  07 

PICA  DU/  A  TC  D 

1  0 
1  0 

1  Q 1 

1  yi 

1  UAHU 

a 
0 

/no 

It  AAT  C  M  A  1 

K  001  LIMA  1 

R  7 
07 

<cOb 

^Oo 

LATAH 

15 

256 

256 

NEZ  PERCE 

4 

554 

226 

VALLEY 

2 

30  4 

57 



STATE  TOTAL 

149 

3,073 

2,417 
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TABLE  10.    NET  NUMBER  OF  FARMS  PARTICIPATING  AT  LEAST  ONCE  IN  THE  1960 

1  961,  1962,  1  963  AND  1  964  PROGRAMS 


COUNTY 


NUMBER 

OF 
FARMS 


ADA 

ADAMS 

BANNOCK 

BEAR  LAKE 

BENEWAH 

BINGHAM 

BLAINE 

BOISE 

BONNER 

BONNEVILLE 

BOUNDARY 

BUTTE 

CAMAS 

CANYON 

CARIBOU 

C  ASS  I  A 

CLARK 

CLEARWATER 

CUSTER 

ELMORE 

FRANKLIN 

FREMONT 

GEM 

GOODING 
IDAHO 

JEFFERSON 

JEROME 

KOOTENAI 

LATAH 

LEMHI 

LEWIS 

LINCOLN 

MADISON 

MINI DOKA 

NEZ  PERCE 

ONE  I  DA 

OWYHEE 

PAYETTE 

POWER 

TETON 

TWIN  FALLS 

VALLEY 

WASHINGTON 


1,1 


62  3 
176 
221 
308 
261 
69 
221 
37 
350 
709 
199 
152 
124 
,365 
349 
742 
85 
228 
177 
155 
538 
406 
259 
543 
558 
556 
621 
358 
423 
217 
344 
398 
812 
726 
305 
28Q  , 
317 
468 
142 
238 
401 
178 
36  4 


STATE  TOTAL 
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FARMS  PARTICIPATING  IN  THE  1964  ACP 
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PART  II 


1964  COMMODITY  PRICE  SUPPORT  PROGRAM 


Price  Support  Program 

The  Price  Support  Program  began  with  corn  and  cotton  being  supported  in 
1933.     In  Idaho  price  supports  are  now  offered  on  all  grains.     The  prices 
are  also  supported  for  dry  edible  beans  and  honey.     Prior  to  1933  farmers 
that  did  not  have  proper  storage  and  finances  were  forced  to  sell  grain 
crops  at  harvest  time  which  glutted  the  markets.     The  program  has  stabilized 
the  market  by  spreading  out  marketing  and  thus  allowing  orderly  marketing. 
Small  growers,  by  taking  price  support  loans,  are  now  able  to  hold  their 
crops  and  take  advantage  of  market  increases  the  same  as  the  one  having 
adequate  finances  to  hold  his  crop  for  more  advantageous  prices. 

Importance  of  Price  Supports 

A  healthy  nation  is  one  with  adequate  food  supplies  and  reserves.     In  order 
to  have  this  adequate  supply,  crops  must  be  produced  in  surplus  to  avoid 
shortages  due  to  unseasonable  weather  conditions,   insect  infestations,  and 
other  unforeseen  disasters.     In  producing  the  additional  amounts  needed  for 
insurance  of  an  adequate  supply,  the  farmer  penalizes  him.self  as  when  crops 
are  in  surplus  farm  prices  decline  sharply.     The  producer  is  entitled  to  a 
fair  share  of  the  national  income  and  should  not  be  penalized  for  insuring 
the  nation  it  will  have  adequate  food  and  fiber.     The  Price  Support  Program 
helps  the  producer  over  rough  spots  even  though  he  is  not  guaranteed  100 
percent  of  parity  under  the  present  level  that  crops  are  supported. 


a  time  of  day  ^\ 


Of  for  three  out  of  four 
people  in  the  world 
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Commodity  Loan  Program 


Producers  desiring  to  take  out  commodity  loans  make  application  through 
their  local  county  ASCS  offices.     An  application  fee  of  $3.00  is  charged 
each  producer.     Growers  presenting  warehouse  receipts  on  grain  are  able  to 
secure  immediate  loans.     Producers  having  grain  stored  on  the  farm  may 
secure  loans  within  one  or  two  days  after  application.     Such  loans  are  made 
on  estimated  figures.     Grade  certificates  are  not  secured  as  in  past  years. 
Wheat  loans  matured  on  March  31,   1964,   and  April  30  for  barley,  oats  and 
rye.     The  maturity  date  for  bean  loans  was  extended  to  June  30,   1965.  Honey 
loans  matured  on  May  31,   1965,   and  July  31  for  corn. 

At  maturity  the  borrower  had  the  following  options: 

1.  Pay  the  loan  in  full.     Interest  at  the  rate  of  3%  percent  per 
annum  is  charged.     No  service  charge  is  assessed  a  borrower  when 
his  loan  is  redeemed. 

2.  Deliver  the  commodity  to  CCC.     (A  service  charge  of  \  cent  per 
bushel  on  bushels  surrendered  to  CCC.) 

.  3.     For  barley,   corn,  oats  and  wheat  the  borrower  could  reseal  or 
extend  his  loan  for  another  year 

Holders  of  price  support  loans  in  Idaho  have  in  past  years  redeemed  a  large 
percentage  of  commodities  placed  under  support.     This  year  there  was  an 
increase  in  the  amount  of  wheat  and  honey  taken  over  by  CCC  at  maturity  of 


the  loans. 
1964  Crop 

A  breakdown  is  as  follows: 
Unit      Placed  Under  Loan 

Repaid 

Delivered 

Resealed 

Barley 

Bu. 

381,070 

344,687 

683 

35,700 

Corn 

Bu. 

30,175 

30,175 

Dry  Beans 

Cwt. 

59,691 

51,941 

7,750  1/ 

Honey 

Lbs . 

952,236 

846,225 

110,862  2/ 

Oats 

Bu. 

557,444 

456,799 

91,763 

9,950 

Rye 

Bu. 

13,180 

6,208 

7,561 

Wheat 

Bu. 

7,043,426 

4,607,486 

1,649,505 

786,435 

!_/    The  original  loan  maturity  date  for  dry  edible  bean  loans  was  April  30, 
1965.     Producers  who  requested  an  extension  to  June  30,   1965,  received 
additional  benefits.     On  April  30  the  price  was  approximately  $9.10  per  cwt. 
for    pintos.     On  June  30,   1965,   the  market  price  was  approximately  $10.50 
which  gave  the  growers  opportunity  to  take  advantage  of  the  price  raise 
within  the  two-month  period. 

_2/     The  amount  delivered  was  used  in  the  school  lunch  program. 

The  following  pages  give  breakdown  by  county  of  commodity  loan  activity. 
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TABLE  T. 


NUMBER  OF  BARLEY  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  BARLEY  UNDER,  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


COUNTY 

BARLEY 
LOANS 
CERTIFIED 

BARLEY 
UNDER 
LOAN 

LOCATION  OF  BARLEY    UNDER  LOAN 

ELEVATORS 

AND 
WAREHOUSES 

FARM 
STORAGE 

Numb  ER 

Bushels 

Numb  er 

Bushels 

Number 

Bushels 

(2) 

f  41 

f5l 

(6) 

BANNOCK 

1 

3,690 

1 

3,690 

BEAR  LAKE 

3 

4, 1  71 

3 

4, 1  71 

BUTTE 

1 

540 

1 

540 

CAMAS 

1 

6  30 

1 

6  30 

C  ANYCW 

4 

3,194 

T 

1  88 

3 

3,006 

CAR  1  BOU 

1  7 

268,267 

9 

1  79. 894 

8 

88, 373 

CLEARWATER 

\«/L^~MrVn  t  L_ll 

1 

1 ,620 

1 

1,620 

ELMORE 

2 

7,  470 

2 

7,  470 

FRANKL 1 N 

3 

3,082 

3 

3,082 

FREMONT 

1 T 

24,638 

3 

4,  478 

8 

20,160 

1  U  Mil  \J 

7 

6, 823 

5 

4,667- 

2 

2,156 

2 

1,687 

2 

1,687 

KOOTENAI 

1 

1,539 

1 

1,5  39 

LATAH 

1 

683 

1 

683 

LEWIS 

5 

8,530 

5 

6,530 

MADISON 

3 

5,940 

3 

5,940 

MINI DOKA 

1 

3,150 

1 

3,150 

NEZ  PERCE 

2 

1,790 

1 

278 

1 

1,512 

ONEIDA 

2 

4,765 

2 

4,765 

TETON 

5 

20,840 

5 

20,840 

WASHINGTON 

4 

8,021 

1 

2,108 

3 

5,91  3 

STATE  TOTAL 

77 

381  ,  070 

27 

202,  446 

50 

1  78,624 
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TABLE  1  (CONT'D), 


NUMBER  OF  BARLEY  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  BARLEY  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


AMOUNT  LOANED 

AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 

COUNTY 

ELEVATORS 

ELEVATORS 

FARM 

AND 

STQ^iSE 

AND 

STORAGE 

WAREHaiSES 

WAREHOUSES 

UCL  L  AnS 

tl       1     1  ABC 

UOL  L  ARS 

Doll  a  rs 

Doll  ARS 

(0 

[2  i 

(3) 

(A) 

BANNOCK 

3,136 

.8  498 

BEAR  LAKE 

3,5  45 

.8499 

BUTTE 

459 

.8500 

CAMAS 

535 

.8492 

CANYON 

1  42 

2,555 

.  7553 

.8499 

CARl  BOU 

1  49,078 

75,1C8 

.6287 

.8499 

CLEARWATER 

1,255 

.  7753 

ELMORE 

6,349 

.8499 

FRANKLIN 

2,619 

.8497 

FREMONT 

3,425 

17,136 

.7648 

.8500 

1  OAHO 

3,617 

1,839 

.7750 

.6529 

JEFFERSON 

1,433 

.8494 

KOOTENAI 

1,354 

.8797 

LATAH 

5  36 

.78  47 

LEWIS 

6,630 

.  7773 

MADISON 

5,049 

.8500 

MINIDOKA 

2,677 

.8498 

NEZ  PERCE 

215 

1,330 

.7733 

.8796 

ONEIDA 

4,050 

.8  499 

TETON 

1  7,71  4 

.8500 

WASHINGTON 

1,576 

5,025 

.  7477 

.8499 

STATE  TOTAL 

166, 475 

151,91  3 

.8223 

.8505 
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TABLE  2. 


NUMBER  OF  BEAN  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  BEANS  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


BEAN 

BEANS 

LOCATION  OF 

BEANS  UNDER 

LOAN 

COUNTY 

LOANS 

UNDER 

CERT  1  F  i  ED 

LOAN 

ELEVATOR?  AND  WAREHOUSES 

FARM  STORAGE 

Number 

CWT. 

Numb  ER 

CWT. 

Numb  ER 

CWT. 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(^) 

(5) 

(6) 

CANYON 

5 

1,274 

6 

1,274 

CASS  1  A 

1  4 

7,  387 

14 

7,  387 

ELMORE 

1 

525 

1 

525 

GOODING 

1  7 

4,809 

17 

4,809 

JEROME 

31 

1  3, 926 

31 

1  3,926 

L  1 NCOLN 

3 

1 . 61  7 

2 

751 

1 

866 

MINI DOKA 

1 1 

4,264 

11 

4,264 

TWIN  FALLS 

51 

25,889 

51 

25,889 

STATE  TOTAL 

134 

59,691 

1  33 

58,825 

1 

866 

AMOUNT  LOANED 

AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 

COUNTY 

ELEVATORS 

FARM 

ELEVATORS 

FARM 

AND 

STORAGE 

AND 

STORAGE 

WAREHOUSES 

WAREHOUSES 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

OQ) 

CANYON 

7,587 

5.9552 

CASSIA 

52,852 

7.1547 

ELMORE 

3,816 

7.2685 

GOODING 

30, 350 

6.3110 

JEROME 

88,  951 

6.  3874 

LINCOLN 

4,528 

4,000 

6.0292 

4.6189 

MINI DOKA 

2  7,  407 

6.4275 

TWIN  FALLS 

1  70,842 

6.5990 

STATE  TOTAL 

386,  333 

4,000 

6.5676 

4.6189 
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TABLE  3. 


1  964-CROP  DRY  EDIBLE  BEAN  LOANS  BY  CLASS 


1 

[ 

1  COUNTY 

FARM  STORED 

WAREHOUSE  STORED 

COUNTY 

TOTAL 

GREAT 
NORTHERN 

PINTO 

SMALL 
RED 

LIGHT 
RED 
K ! DNEY 

PINK 

GREAT 
NORTHER*: 

DARK 
RED 

K I DNEY 

CWT  = 

CWT. 

■o  WT  . 

U  WT  . 

UWT . 

UWT  . 

b  WT  . 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(?) 

(8) 

CANYON 

1,274 

1,196 

78 

CASSIA 

7,367 

724 

5,300 

266 

1,097 

_  LI  tiJr. 

525 

GOODING 

4,8G9 

1  74fl 

1  /  0 

c. }  000 

.JERO^E 

13,S26 

6,063 

934 

455 

6,  468 

LINCOLN 

1,617 

866 

506 

2  45 

MINI DOKA 

4,264 

1,  454 

2  30 

116 

2,  464 

TWIN  FALLS 

25,  389 

7,610 

5,265 

832 

342 

11, 755 

85 

STATE  TOTAL 

59,691 

866 

19,307 

12,508 

1,669 

1,  439 

23,817 

85 

■  1 

TABLE  4.  NUMBER  OF  CORN  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  CORN  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


FARM  STORED 


COUNTY 

CORN  LOANS  CERTIFIED 

CORN  UNDER  LOANS 

AMOUNT  LOANED 

AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 

Number 

Bushels 

Doll  ARS 

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

ELMORE 

WASHINGTON 

1 
1 

29,  750 
425 

36  ,  2  95 
518 

1  .2200 
1.2188 

STATE  TOTAL 

2 

30, 1  75 



36,813 

1 .2199 

56 


TABLE  5.  NUMBER  OF  HONEY  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  HONEY  UNDER  LOA^J,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


FARM  . 

STORED 

COUNTY 

HON  FY  1  nAW,^ 

PflM  F  Y 

AMfli  IMT 

HI  lUUlM  1 

A\/F  R  APF 
MV t  n  Abe 

rc DT 1 p  i  C  n 

U  Im  Ut  rl 
LOAN 

1  0  AM    \,'  A 1  1 1 F 
L  JMI^J    V  ALU  u 

M  H  MO  CD 

i>]  u  no  t  n 

P  o  1 1  M  n  ^ 
r  J  u  N  u  o 

n  A  B    p  ADC 

UO  L  L  A  n  0 

UO  L  L  A  R  S 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

\  / 

ADA 

2 

148,014 

1  7, 762 

.120 

BiNGHAM 

2 

87,  480 

10,498 

.120 

CANYON 

2 

116,028 

13,92  3 

.120 

CASSIA 

4 

162,270 

19,  472 

.120 

GOODING 

1 

1  73,196 

20,  784 

.120 

JEFFERSON 

1 

59, 400 

7,128 

.120 

LINCOLN 

1 

44,874 

5,385 

.120 

MADISON 

2 

81,270 

9,752 

.120 

PAYETTE 

1 

79,  704 

9,  405 

.118 

STATE  TOTAL 

16 

952,236 

11  4, 109 

.120 

TABLE  6.  NUMBER  OF  RYE  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  RYE  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


RYE  LOANS 

RYE 

LOCATION  OF  RYE  UNDER  LOAN 

COUNTY 

CERTIF lED 

UNDER 

ELEVATORS  AND 

FARM 

LOAN 

WAREHOUSES 

STORAGE 

Numb  ER 

BuSHEi-S 

Number 

Bushels 

Numb  ER 

Bushels 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

KOOTENAI 

5 

6,972 

4 

5,685 

1 

1,287 

LATAH 

4 

6,208 

4 

6,208 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 

9 

1  3,180 

8 

11,893 

1 

1,287 

57 


I 

;      TABLE  6  (CONT'D), 


NUMBER  OF  RYE  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  RYE  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


COUNTY 

AMOUNT  LOANED 

AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 

ELEVATORS  AND 

WAnt.  nUU  otO 

FARM 

o  1  vjn  AbC. 

ELEVATORS  AND 

\«/ARFi-IAi  '<sF«5 
WAntnUboElo 

FARM 

QTHD  Arc 

O 1 UnAtt 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

i/nnTFM  A 1 
LATAH 

(1) 

6,519 
6,377 

(2) 
1,492 

(3) 

1.1  467 
1  ,0273 

1 .1592 

STATE  TOTAL 

12,896 

1,492 

1  .0845 

1  .1592 

TABLE  7,  NUMBER  OF  OAT  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  OATS  UNDER  LOAN^  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


COUNTY 

OAT  LOANS 
CERTIFIED 

OATS 

UNDER 

LOAN 

LOCATION  OF  OATS  UNDER  LOAN 

ELEVATORS  AND 
WAREHOUSES 

FARM 
STORAGE 

Number 

Bushels 

Number 

Bushels 

Numb  er 

Bushels 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(5) 

(6) 

ADA 

1 

3,150 

1 

3,150 

BENEWAH 

6 

50,924 

1 

966 

5 

49, 958 

BINGHAM 

2 

2,720 

2 

2,720 

BLAINE 

1 

489 

1 

489 

BOUNDARY 

43 

351,  476 

22 

96,866 

21 

254,610 

BUTTE 

1 

9,677 

1 

9,677 

CANYON 

2 

2,295 

2 

2,295 

CLEARWATER 

4 

7,016 

4 

7,016 

FREMONT 

2 

1,541 

2 

1,541 

JEFFERSON 

1 

2,070 

1 

2,070 

KOOTENAI 

13 

20,689 

7 

12,098 

6 

8,591 

LATAH 

43 

78,808 

43 

78,808 

MADISON 

1 

900 

1 

900 

OWYHEE 

2 

2,745 

2 

2,745 

TETON 

1 

675 

1 

675 

VALLEY 

8 

22,269 

8 

22,269 

STATE  TOTAL 

131 

557,  444 

79 

1  97,295 

52 

360,1  49 

58 


TABLE  ?  (CONT'D). 


NUMBER  OF  OAT  LOANS,  AMOuNT  OF  OATS  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  LOAN  VALUE 


AMOUNT 

LOANED 

AVERAGE 

LOAN  VALUE 

COUNTY 

ELEVATORS  AND 

FARM 

ELFVATORS  AND 

FARM 

WAREHOUSES 

STORAGE 

WAREHOUSES 

STORAGE 

Do  L -  A  R  S 

'JO !  )  A  R  3 

Dollars 

Doll  ARS 

12) 

(3) 

ADA 

2,1  42 

.6800 

BENEWAH 

603 

32,967 

.62  42 

.6599 

BiNGHAM 

1,  741 

.6400 

BLAINE 

322 

.6584 

BOUNDARY 

57,664 

162,925 

.5953 

.6399 

■BUTTE 

6,192 

.6399 

CANYON 

1,560 

.6797 

CLEARWATER 

4,264 

,6078 

FREMQMT 

911 

.5911 

JEFFERSON 

1,324 

.6396 

KOOTENAI 

7,496 

5,673 

.5196 

.6603 

LATAH 

49,  365 

.6264 

MAD 'SON 

5  76 

.6  400 

OWYHEE 

1,866 

.6797 

TETON 

432 

.6400 

VALLEY 

1  4,695 

.6599 

STATE  TOTAL 

120,  303 

232,  415 

.6098 

.6454 
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TABLE  5» 


NUMBER  OF  WHEAT  LOANS^  AMOUNT  OF  WHEAT  ANO  PERCENTAGE 
OF  PRODUCTION  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  FARM  LOAN  VALUE 


COUNTY 

WHPAT 
LOANS 
CERTIFI ED 

WHEAT 
UNDER 
LOAN 

ESTIMATED 
PREL!M!^!ARY 

WHt  A! 

DRnn*  iPT  i  '^\!  1  / 

PERCENT 
OF  WHEAT 

1  DAM 

Number 

Bushels 

Bushels 

Percent 

\^ ) 

AnA 

15 

300  000 

ADAMS 

?Q  4nn 

ft.  1 

71  48^1 

1    4RR  RDD 

1 , "DO , JUU 

4  Q 

RFAR  S  AKF 

U  L.  1        VV  M !  , 

fi5 

391  71? 

QRQ  Rnn 

3  U  3  ,  o  u  u 

4n  4 

B  i  NfiHAM 

91 

2lfi  133 

^  1  U  9  1  w  w 

?   341  100 

Bl  AINF 

15 

37  4R9 

?5Q  ROO 

&  w  w  ^  w  w  U 

14  4 

BO;  SE 

12  500 

1  6.  ^  w  W  w 

BONNER 

30  900 

WW  ^  W  w 

BONNEVILLE 

81 

244, 1  33 

2.309  700 

a  7 

BOUNOAR"^ 

4 

25,  425 

561  nnn 

WW  1  ^  w  w  w 

4  5 

BUTTE 

9 

1  3,860 

1   w  a  W  W  V 

286  900 

W  W  ^  W  V  w 

4  8 

CAMAS 

1 

9,000 

454  800 

1 W   1  ^  w  w  w 

2  0 

CANYON 

68 

89.055 

1  507  ?00 

'  ^  W  W  i  ^  ^  W  V/ 

5  9 

'Jew 

CARIBOU 

18 

75»860 

1  —  9  WWW 

1   449  700 

1  ^     I    >  W  ^   t  w  w 

5  2 

W  0  ^ 

CASSi  A 

23 

169.51  5 

1  W  *>/  9  W  S  W 

2  068  600 

c-^  WVw^  Www 

8  2 

CLARK 

1 

405 

134  1  00 

3 

CLEARWATER 

1 1 

26  380 

303  000 

wU  w^  www 

fl  7 

CUSTER 

6 

6  41  6 

1 30  000 

t  w  W  ^  w  U  «J 

4  Q 

ELMORE 

7 

1 9S  ?00 

5  ? 
o .  ^ 

FRANKL !N 

37 

105  680 

1  w  w  ^  w  w  w 

95R  ?00 

1 1  n 

FREMONT 

55 

1  ^07  3nn 

9  1 

3  a  1 

GEM 

3 

4  725 

1??  flOO 

3  R 

GOODiNF 

4 

J  03, OUU 

.  0 

1  DAKO 

209 

fli Q  OR? 

<i ,  1  0  1  51  OUU 

9  9  4 

^  3  .  T 

.JEFf^ERSON 

1^0  op  4 

1  vj  3  ,  c  c  > 

1  49  7  7nn 

1  ,       /  ,  (  u  u 

3.0 

JEROME 

23 

■^1  QQ7 

1  9n9  4nn 

1  ,  <iU3,  ^uu 

9  R 

KOOTENAI 

53 

QOQ  7nn 

3U3, 1 UO 

3  n 

0  0 ,  u 

LATAH 

280 

1  ,  U  1  Q  ,  C7  Oil 

3  41 P  nnn 
0,  t !  0,  uuu 

9  Q  fl 

LEMH 1 

^u,  uu 

LEWIS 

128 

fin?   7  44 

ii ,  1  30 ,  !  uu 

9  7 

t  /  ,  0 

L 1 NCOLN 

32 

40  1  4'^ 

RiR  nnn 

J  i  D, uUU 

7  fl 

MADI  SON 

?nR  7np 

1  RfiR  9nn 

1  ,  D  U  D  ,  <i  U  U 

1  0.  u 

MINI  DDK  A 

37 

i  00 , UDD 

1  f^on  oon 

!  ,  OiiUjiiUU 

C  Q 
D  .  3 

NEZ  PERCE 

1 

1  ,  1  DU, QUO 

0, 030, /UU 

Ot.ii 

ONE  1  DA 

50 

218,979 

1,522,900 

14.4 

OWYHEE 

18 

18,170 

252,600 

7.2 

1  0 

1  ^ 

1  0,  b  f  0 

26  7, oOO 

0.1 

POWER 

53 

279,583 

2,258,200 

12.4 

TETON 

23 

166,690 

729,200 

22.9 

TWIN  FALLS 

91 

186,275 

2,  704,600 

6.9 

VAI  1  FY 

V  nL  LL.  I 

6,600 

WASHINGTON 

43 

80,677 

480,200 

16.8 

STATE  TOTAL 

1,358 

7,  0  43,  426 

46  ,  2  0  0  ,  0  0  0 

15.2 

1/    Furnished  by  Statistscal  Repdrting  Servjce 
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TABLE  8  (CONT'D) 


NUMBER  OF  WHEAT  LOANS,  AMOUNT  OF  WHEAT  AND  PERCENTAGE 
OF  PRODUCTION  UNDER  LOAN,  AND  AVERAGE  FARM  LOAN  VALUE 


LOGAT 

ION  OF  WHE/ 

J  UNDER  LOAN 

COUNTY 

ELEVATORS  AND  WAREHOUSES 

FARM  STORAGE 

No.  OF 

Amt,  Loaned 

Av.  Loan 

No.  of 

Amt.  Loaned 

Av.  Loan 

Loans 

Bushels 

Dollars 

Value 

Loans 

Bushels 

Dollars 

Value 
Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

>.  / 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

ADA 

10 

4,986 

5,  444 

K091  4 

5 

7,  938 

9,  365 

1  . 1  798 

BANNOCK 

9 

16,225 

18,  492 

1 . 1 397 

12 

55,260 

62,  991 

1  0 1 399 

BENEWAH 

54 

31  7,  440 

373,500 

1 . 1 766 

1 1 

74,2  72 

92,082 

1  .2  398 

BINGHAM 

56 

105, 104 

115, 362 

1 ,0976 

35 

1 1 1 , 029 

1 2  4,  452 

1  .1209 

BLAINE 

2 

1 ,  791 

1 , 91 1 

1 o 06 70 

1  3 

35,678 

40,669 

'  v  m  www 

1 . 1 399 

BONNEVILLE 

44 

1  45,  775 

1  72,816 

1 .1855 

37 

98, 358 

1 09. 1 68 

1 , 1 099 

BOUNDARY 

4 

25,  425 

29,  493 

1 . 1 600 

BUTTE 

9 

1  3,860 

15,522 

1 . 1 1 99 

CAMAS 

1 

9, 000 

■  10,260 

1  . 1  400 

CANYON 

37 

45,  42  4 

52,606 

1 o158l 

31 

43, 6  31 

51,476 

1  . 1 798 

CARIBOU 

2 

1  3,028 

1  3,  341 

1 0  02  40 

1  6 

62,  832 

70,  994 

1 , 1 299 

CASSIA 

10 

99,027 

107,  474 

1  .0653 

1  3 

70. 488 

82,  46  4 

1  1 R99 

CLARK 

1 

405 

437 

1  0790 

1    •  U  f  w  w 

CLEARWATER 

9 

1  9,  701 

22,238 

1 ,1288 

2 

6,679 

8  081 

1  2099 

I   0  C  \J  \J  <J 

CUSTER 

6 

6,  41 6 

7, 1 85 

1   1  1  98 

ELMORE 

2 

1 ,  436 

1 ,567 

1 .0912 

5 

8,  766 

1 0,255 

1  169^ 

1    •    1  U  w  ' 

FRANKLIN 

15 

34,075 

40,260 

1.1815 

22 

71 ,605 

83  277 

1   1  fi  30 

FREMONT 

10 

25,822 

28, 1 00 

1 o0882 

45 

1 1 1 ,  7  46 

122  161 

1  0932 

GEM 

3 

4,  725 

5, 575 

1    1  798 

1   o   1   '  w  U 

GOODING 

1 

450 

475 

1 .0555 

3 

3, 91 5 

4.  5  41 

1   1  598 

1  DAHO 

182 

664,264 

738,529 

1.1118 

27 

1 54. 81 8 

1 86. 974 

1  2077 

JEFFERSON 

20 

39,228 

46,085 

1 . 1  748 

43 

1 00. 036 

1 1  3. 591 

1 . 1 355 

JEROME 

1  4 

17,181 

18,629 

1 .08  43 

9 

1  4,816 

17,333 

1 .1699 

KOOTENAI 

50 

265,912 

302,  954 

1 .1 393 

3 

34,  346 

42  ,  2  42 

1 .2299 

LATAH 

2  49 

9  42  ,  425 

1  ,087,  558 

1 . 1 5  40 

1 1 

76,507 

94,861 

1  .2399 

LEWIS 

123 

572,  468 

6  44,5  42 

1  .1259 

5 

30,2  76 

36,631 

1 .2099 

LINCOLN 

12 

11,238 

12,003 

1  .0681 

20 

28,  905 

33,238 

1 .1 499 

MADISON 

2 

1,793 

2,219 

1  .2375 

63 

206,915 

227,  151 

1  .0978 

MINI DOKA 

12 

51,780 

57,253 

1  .1057 

25 

53,286 

62,281 

1 .1688 

NEZ  PERCE 

137 

799,607 

919,068 

1 .1 494 

26 

361,262 

447,929 

1 .2399 

ONE! DA 

1 0, 66  7 

1 1 , 770 

1      1  A  0  / 

1  .1034 

48 

208,  31 2 

2  41 , 621 

1 . 1 599 

OWYHEE 

1 1 

11,949 

1  3,003 

1 .0882 

7 

6,221 

7,340 

1 .1  798 

PAYETTE 

4 

2,903 

3,136 

1,  0802 

8 

10,772 

12,710 

1  .1799 

POWER 

21 

99,622 

11 1,51 7 

1.1194 

32 

1  79,961 

205,1 38 

1 .1399 

TETON 

23 

1  RR  RQn 

1  fin  nriQ 
1  ou, uuy 

1     n  7  QQ 

TWIN  FALLS 

84 

1 70, 759 

193,146 

1 ,1  31 1 

7 

15,516 

18, 475 

1 .1907 

WA9I-I  1  MRTDM 

18 

38,066 

43, 738 

1 .1  490 

25 

42,611 

50,277 

1 .1 799 

STATE  TOTAL 

1,202 

4,530,1  48 

1  < . 

5,158,  736 

p=  ::=^ 

1 .1  388 

656 

2,51  3,278 

2,918,249 

1 .1612 

61 
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PART  III 


1964  COMMODITY  LOAN  RESEAL  PROGRAM 


Farm-stored  loans  may  be  resealed  in  specified  States  under  price  support 
loan.    After  a  reseal  program  is  announced,  the  program  is  made  available 
only  in  those  States  where  ASC  State  committees  determine  that  there  may  be 
a  shortage  of  space  and  that  the  commodity  can  be  safely  stored  for  the 
period  of  the  reseal  loan.     Producers  in  these  same  States  may  also  convert 
purchase  agreements  (for  commodities  now  held  in  farm-storage)  into  price 
support  loans  for  the  extended  period.    A  storage  payment  in  line  with  UGSA 
rate  is  paid  if  grain  is  held  until  maturity  date  of  reseal  loan. 

Resealed  farm-stored  loans  may  be  extended  in  specified  States  under  price- 
support  loan.     If  such  program  is  authorized,  the  ASC  State  committee  must 
make  the  same  determination  as  for  reseal  loans. 

In  addition  to  providing  the  producer  additional  income  in  the  form  of 
storage  payments,  this  program  enables  growers  to  hold  their  commodities 
longer  after  loans  mature  in  the  spring  of  each  year.     This  provides 
orderly  marketing  of  grain  during  the  summer  months  prior  to  the  harvest- 
ing of  new  crops. 

A  summary  of  reseal  and  extended  reseal  loan  activity  for  Idaho  is  as 
follows : 
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TABLE  1, 


BUSHELS  AND  DOLLAR  VALUE  OF  1963  RESEAL  BARLEY,  OATS  AND  WHEAT  UNDER  LOAN 


COUNTY 


BANNOCK 

BENEWAH 

BLAINE 

BOUNDARY 

FRANKLIN 

FREMONT 

GOODING 

!  DAHO 

JEFFERSON 

LATAH 

LEWIS 

MADISON 

MINIDOKA 

NEZ  PERCE 

TETON 

WASHINGTON 


BARLEY 


No 


Bushels 


(2) 


1,001 


2,072 


2,  72  4 


11,044 


Dollars 


(3) 


830 


1,719 


OATS 


No, 


2,288 


9,165 


Bushels 


(5) 


3,558 


19,374 


887 


Dollars 


(6) 


2,419 
12,979 

594 


No, 


WHEAT 


Bushels 


(8) 


4,  425 
17,165 
15,582 

1 1 ,  465 
11,818 
2,755 
28,218 
6,748 
4,609 
8,816 
2,211 
1,722 
12,235 
16,128 
2,862 


Dollars 


(9) 


7,  372 
30, 380 
25, 477 

20,  377 
18,334 

4,573 
48  ,  8  0  3 
10,619 

8,157 
15, 339 

3,760 
2,824 
21,6  41 
25,618 
4,889 


STATE  TOTAL 


16,841 


1  4,002 


23,819 


5,992 


50 


1  46,  759 


248,163 
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TABLE  2.  BUSHELS  AND  DOLLAR  VALUE  OF  1962  EXTENSION  1  RESEAL  BARLEY,  OATS  AND  WHE^AT  UNDER  LOAN 

i; 


COUNTY 

BARLEY 

OATS 

WHEAT 

No. 

Bushels 

Dollars 

No. 

Bushels 

Dollars 

No. 

Bushels 

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

BANNOCK 

BENEWAH 

BINGHAM 

CAMAS 

CARIBOU 

FREMONT 

1  OAHO 

JEFFERSON 

JEROME 

LATAH 

LEWIS 

MADISON 

NEZ  PERCE 

TETON 

TWIN  FALLS 
VALLEY 

1 
6 
4 
1 

2 

5- 

916 
39,625 
7,894 
1,166 

6,115 
17,892 

861 
37,164 
7,282 
1,096 

5,955 
16,81 7 

3 

12,162 

7,661 

1 
1 
2 

4 
4 

5 
1 
3 

698 
1,018 
4,038 

3,804 
1  3, 1 1  7 

984 

1,325 
4,620 
2,768 
945 
77,249 
5,482 
6,  749 

1,284 
1,985 
7,332 

7,083 
2  4, 958 
1,761 
2,  491 
9,009 
5,31  4 
1,663 
1 49,261 
9,833 
12,822 

STATE  TOTAL 

19 

73,608 

69,1  75 

3 

12,162 

7,661 

 —  — - 

26 

122,797 

234,  796 

1  ^ — — 
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TABLE  3. 


BUSHELS  AND  DOLLAR  VALUE  OF  i96l  EXTENSION  1  vdEAT  UNDER  LOAN 


COUNTY 

WHEAT 

Numb  ER 

Bushels 

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

BINGHAM 

1 

1,  4S9 

2,338 

FREMONT 

1 

97? 

1,533 

IDAHO 

3 

1  4,070 

24,195 

LATAH 

1 

4,105 

7,185 

NEZ  PERCE 

1 

1,  42  4 

2,492 

TETON 

1 

941 

1,467 

TWIN  FALLS 

2 

2,138 

3,  442 

WASHINGTON 

1 

628 

1,011 

STATE  TOTAL 

11 

25,  783 

43,663 

TABLE  4.  BUSHELS  AND  DOLLAR  VALUE  OF  1960  EXTENSION  2  CORN  AND  WHEAT  UNDER  LOAN 


COUNTY 

CORN 

WHEAT 

3  L  S  H  E  L  S 

Dollars 

N.MEER 

5  L  S  -  E  L  S 

Doll  iRS 

(1) 

■(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(5) 

FREMONT 

2 

5,482 

8,511 

IDAHO 

1 

7,216 

11,978 

JEFFERSON 

1 

1,011 

1,556 

PAYETTE 

1 

88S 

1,022 

STATE  TOTAL 

1 

889 

1,022 

4 

13,  709 

22,  0  45 
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wHERa  THeRe 

IS  NO  WATER 
THERE  IS 
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PART  IV 


1964  COMPLIANCE  PROGRA.M 


Producers  participating  in  the  voluntary  farm  programs  have  the  responsi- 
bility of  complying  with  each  program  provision.     Representatives  of  ASCS 
are  responsible  for  seeing  that  participating  producers  have  complied  with 
their  intentions  by  making    on-the-farm  visits  to  determine  field  acreages 
for  eligibility  of  program  pa3nnents. 

Participating  farmers  can  insure  compliance  with  programs  by  making  use  of 
the  measurement  service  program.     This  service  is  offered  to  producers  at 
their  expense.    Acreages  can  be  measured  prior  to  planting  and  are  guaran- 
teed by  ASCS  personnel  providing  the  farmer  seeds  within  the  staked  areas. 

County  committees  employed  194  compliance  supervisors  and  field  reporters 
to  complete  the  necessary  field  work  on  the  programs  and  farms  listed  on 
the  following  two  pages  of  this  report. 
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TABLE  U 


1  96  4  iNlTiAL    CO.MPLiANCE  ACREAGE  OETERMI N AT  I  ON 


COUNTY 

WHEAT  FARMS 

FEED  GRAIN 

SOIL  BANK 

SUGAR  BEET 

CHECKED 

FARMS  CHEGKEO 

FARMS  CHECKED 

FARMS  CHECKED 

™,^™-™_™™-»™_™_™™..-»™.. 

Nuf^B  ER 

Numb  ER 

Numb  ER 

Numb  ER 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

ADA 

451 

1  7R 

1 

A  DAHS 

38 

WSJ 

1  3 

2 

1  91 

4 

BEAR  i  4KE 

431 

I  37 

II  M  1 

SEMFWAH 

6=  i  fl  L=  vv     [  a 

248 

77 

B  iMGHAM 

1  „  499 

65 

B) AiNF 

243 

44 

2 

BOl  SF 

1  9 

1 1 

1 
i 

BONNER 

1 57 

21 

So  II 

R1 

BONNE Vn  LE 

1  o088 

71 

25 

q 

BOUNDARY 

225 

45 

BUTTE 

1 85 

48 

2 

CAHAS 

126 

51 

23 

CANYON 

1  780 

1  62 

CAR  1 BOU 

46? 

1  50 

1 1 

CASSIA 

1  o054 

1 1  8 

52 

Cf_ARK 

49 

89 

CLEARWATER 

251 

85 

1  5 

CUSTER 

83 

27 

ELMORE 

1  50 

57 

R 

FRANKLIN 

757 

1  76 

46 

FREMONT 

739 

99 

38 

GEM 

292 

50 

1 

GOOni  NG 

643 

1 1 0 

1  DA  HO 

fi1  7 

1  65 

y  u  w 

42 

.FFFERSON 

81 1 

54 

3 

1  4 

jFROME 

40 

•J  o 

KOOJPNA  i 

41  2 

90 

RR 
u  u 

972 

1  7R 

L.L.i  in  1 

Q7 

1  FWS  S 

3^4 

117 
1  1  I 

31 

3Q2 

fil2 

4 

HA  0 ! SON 

741 

1  04 

1 

E 

Ml N 1 nnKA 

42 

1 

a 

NEZ  PERCE 

548 

99 

42 

ONE  1  OA 

519 

126 

12 

1 

OwYHbE 

403 

59 

PAYETTE 

541 

124 

3 

POWER 

402 

66 

16 

6 

TETON 

209 

37 

35 

TWIN  FALLS 

2s  006 

47 

6 

61 

VALLEY 

53 

27 

1 

WASHINGTO!'^ 

528 

89 

17 

STATE  TOTAL  1 

22s 966  ' 

3^551 

840 

162 

71 


TABLE  2. 


1  96  4  MEASUREMENT  SERVICE  PROGRAM 


COUNTY 

1 

STAKING 

WHEAT 

FEED  GRAIN 

SOIL  BANK 

OTHER 

SERVICES 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

'  w  

ADA 

8 

18 

BANNOCK 

3 

BEAR  LAKE 

7 

2 

B INGHAM 

7 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

11 

CAR  1 BOU 

30 

19 

1 

CASSI  A 

61 

11 

3 

CLARK 

2 

2 

CUSTER 

28 

3 

FRANKL  1 N 

26 

13 

1  0^ 
1  UQ 

FREMONT 

2 

GEM 

1 

1 

JEFFERSON 

55 

JEROME 

17 

1 

KOOTENAI 

4 

LATAH 

3 

LEWIS 

22 

MADISON 

47 

MINI DOKA 

15 

1 

PAYETTE 

6 

POWER  ; 

86 

6 

2 

TETON  ' 

7 

TWIN  FALLS 

9 

WASHINGTON 

i 

7 

2 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

458 

85 

7 

105 
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PART  V 


1964  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 


The  Conservation  Reserve  Program,  known  as  the  Soil  Bank  Program,   is  a 
voluntary  program  designed  to  retire  cropland  from  production  and  to  also 
preserve  the  land  with  good  soil  and  water  conservation  measures. 

Farmers  were  offered  cost-sharing  to  assist  them  in  establishing  conserva- 
tion practices  on  the  land  in  the  Soil  Bank.    Annual  payments  are  made  for 
the  period  of  the  contract,  providing  all  provisions  of  the  contract  are 
met.     No  harvesting  of  crops  or  grazing  is  permitted  during  the  contract 
period. 

Contracts  could  be  entered  into  for  periods  of  three,  five,  or  ten  years  on 
eligible  land,  beginning  in  one  of  the  years  1956-60  with  the  final  contract 
year  being  1969. 
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TABLE  1  , 


1964  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 


COUNTY 

1 
1 

Hill  KAn  r*  n 

NUMBER 

1 

ACRES 

A  KIM  1  1  A  t 

ANNUAL 

A\/c D  Apr 
AV  t  n  Abt 

OF 

UNDER 

PAYMENTS 

RENTAL 

CONTRACTS 

CONTRACT 

PER  ACRE 

( Dollars) 

( Doll  iRS ) 

(l) 

iEstrta.MJ4-?-irvjTTr  ill   ^i^iayii    ii           ...  .  a-oja  i«iii     fi  ikhb 

(3) 

ADA 

1 

1S9 

1,  782 

9.  <3 

ADAMS 

2 

399 

5,073 

12.  71 

BANNOCK 

5 

1,076 

10,653 

9.90 

BEAR  LAKE 

30 

5,399 

56,191 

10.  41 

BENEWAH 

51 

"  5,036 

89, 1 16 

1  7.70 

BINGHAM 

5 

1,561 

1  4,6  70 

9.  40 

BLAINE 

2 

704 

8,873 

12.60 

BOISE 

1 

457 

4,693 

10.27 

BONNER 

68 

4,272 

57,  42  4 

1  3.  44 

BONNEVILLE 

25 

12,693 

90,  41  7 

7.12 

BOUNDARY 

15 

552 

9,858 

1  7.86 

BUTTE 

2 

1,793 

1  4,997 

8.  36 

CAMAS 

23 

6,844 

73,673 

10.  76 

CAR!  BOU 

12 

3,  328 

35,993 

10.82 

CASSIA 

53 

19,166 

160,  323 

8.36 

CLARK 

3 

1,  468 

1 1,204 

7.53 

CLEARWATER 

16 

1,2  76 

20,045 

15.71 

ELMORE 

6 

1,  769 

20,994 

11=87 

FRANKLIN 

45 

10,6  45 

1  37,  785 

12.94 

FREMONT 

38 

9,594 

1  44,553 

15.07 

GEM 

1 

251 

3,022 

12.04 

1  DAHO 

43 

5,219 

103, 1  47 

1  9.  76 

JEFFERSON 

3 

584 

3,  346 

5.73 

KOOTENAI 

66 

10,506 

125,160 

1  K91 

LATAH 

174 

19,903 

370,  303 

18.61 

LEWIS 

32 

6,336 

121,  482 

19.17 

LINCOLN 

2 

215 

1,876 

8.  73 

MADISON 

1 

35 

460 

1  3.1  4 

MINIDOKA 

1 

210 

2,522 

12.01 

NEZ  PERCE 

41 

4,332 

89,  31  7 

20.62 

ONE  1  OA 

12 

3,  442 

38,82  4 

11  .28 

POWER 

17 

6,560 

52,  402 

7.99 

TETON 

35 

6,253 

7  4,615 

1 1  .93 

TWIN  FALLS 

6 

1,009 

12,654 

12.54 

VALLEY 

1 

188 

1,  779 

9.  46 

WASHINGTON 

17 

5,182 

51,068 

9.85 

STATE  TOTAL 

855 

1  58,  446 

  1 

2,020,294  1 

12.75 
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TABLE  2. 


1964  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 


COUNTY 

-    .     WHOLE  FARM  CONTRACTS 

FART-FARM  CONTRACTS 

NUMBER 

ACRES 

NUMBER 

ACRES 

OF 

UNDER 

OF 

UNDER 

CONTRACTS 

CONTRACT 

CONTRACTS 

CONTRACT 

(1) 

(2] 

ADA 

1 

1 89 

ADAMS 

2 

399 

BANNXK 

3 

"7  C  A 

750 

2 

326 

BEAR  LAKE 

25 

4,  d2  0 

c 

0 

1  ,  0  f  0 

BENEWAH 

do 

Q    7  R  R 
0,  (00 

1  3 

1     0  Q  1 

BINGHAM 

0 

1  ,  Obi 

BLAINE 

2 

BOISE 

1 

/( R  7 

40  / 

BONNER 

£>  "7 

67 

4,231 

1 

^1 

BONNEVILLE 

2o 

1 1 , 1  7o 

o 

1,010 

BOUNDARY 

12 

>1  7i 

4n 

Q 
0 

Q  1 

BUTTE 

1 

p;  /I  0 
0  4d 

1 

1   o  n 

CAMAS 

20 

D,  ^  4b 

o 
0 

R  QC 

oyb 

CARIBOU 

o 
0 

2,  374 

yo  ^ 

CASSIA 

o7 

1  0, 1  96 

1  0 

R   Q  7n 

CLARK 

o 

d 

1 ,  468 

CLEARWATER 

1  o 

1,128 

3 

ELMORE 

4 

1 ,  483 

2 

O  0  n 

2oo 

FRANKLIN 

41 

9,  828 

4 

Q  1  7 

0  1  / 

FREMONT 

24 

6,  938 

1  4 

ii,  bob 

GEM 

1 

251 

IDAHO 

34 

>1     O  7A 

4,276 

9 

Q  4  Q 

JEFFERSON 

3 

58  4 

KOOTENAI 

60 

8,  491 

6 

2,015 

LATAH 

164 

18,631 

1  0 

1,272 

LEWIS 

28 

4,951 

4 

1,385 

LINCOLN 

1 

156 

1 

59 

MADISON 

1 

35 

MINI DOKA 

1 

2'C 

NEZ  PERCE 

37 

3,962 

4 

370 

ONEIDA 

11 

3,  436 

1 

6 

POWER 

10 

4,091 

7 

2,  469 

TETON 

29 

R   0  Q  n 

b 

yb  T 

TWIN  FALLS 

5 

936 

1 

73 

VALLEY 

1 

188 

WASHINGTON 

14 

4,  447 

3 

735 

STATE  TOTAL 

728 

130,91  3 

127 

27,533 
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PART  VI 


1964  FARM  STORAGE  FACILITY  LOAN  PROGRAM 


The  Farm  Storage  Facility  Loan  Program  started  in  June  1949.     Over  the 
Nation  5%  million  bushels  of  farm  storage  for  grains  has  been  constructed 
as  a  result  of  the  program.     Loans  were  also  extended  to  the  purchase  of 
mobile  drying  equipment  for  the  conditioning  of  price  support  commodities. 
Through  this  program  farmers  have  been  able  to  hold  crops  on  the  farm  and 
spread  their  marketing  throughout  each  year  thus  aiding  the  purpose  of  the 
Price  Support  Program — orderly  marketing.     In  the  event  of  atomic  attack, 
such  a  program  may  prove  a  blessing  in  that  all  grain  storage  is  not  con- 
centrated in  large  commercial  centers  subject  to  such  attack. 

Producers  may  secure  loans  for  constructing  storage  for  price  support  com- 
modities by  applying  to  their  local  county  ASCS  offices.     Loans  of  85  per- 
cent of  the  out-of-pocket  cost  may  be  made  with  low  interest  rates  of 
4  percent  per  annum.     Term  of  the  loan  is  five  years  from  the  date  of  dis- 
bursement and  repayable  in  four  equal  annual  payments. 

Summary  of  these  programs  in  Idaho  is  as  follows: 


Storaae  Bins 
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TABLE  1. 


FARM  STORAGE  FACILITY  LOANS 
CUMULATIVE  TO  JUNE  30,  1 965 


- 

MOVABLE 

1 

IMMOVABLE 

COUNTY 

LOANS 

CAP  AC  1 TY 

AMOUNT 

AMOUNT 

;  LOANS 

!  CAPACITY 

AMOUNT 

AMOUNT 

DISBURSED 

OF 

FACILITIES 

Al  AOIIAO>r~A 

D!  SBURSED 

REPAI D 

- —  

;  DISBURSED 

i 
i 

i — .  .  

OF 

i  FACI L IT  1 ES 

! 

j  DISBURSED 

REPAI D 

N  UMB  ER 

Bushels 

Dollars 

Do  1  LARS 

LJ  \J  la  1=  n  li  *j 

1  Number 

! 

f  

Bushels 

Dollars 

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

r-'—^  ,  :  

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

ADA 

86 

116,010 

33, 1 16 

31,  300 

i 
i 

j 

ADAMS 

15 

-1  O  CCA 

1 6, 550 

4,  947 

4,947 

• 

] 

BANNOCK 

168 

453,  41  3 

1 16, 958 

116,507 

i 

BEAR  LAKE 

79 

228, 1 74 

75, 929 

75,280 

BENEWAH 

19 

235,  092 

52,-123 

50,697 

2 

1  72,000 

31 , 91  7 

30,01  7 

BINGHAM 

335 

n  c       A  o  c 

852, 025 

OA  A       A  r\  t 

320,  481 

219,602 

1        1 0 

1  210,770 

53,  01  6 

53,016 

BLAINE 

67 

1       A           A  A 

126,260 

O  C       C  O  ■! 

35,  531 

34,  979 

1 

18,000 

3,642 

3,  6  42 

BOISE 

4 

6,  860 

2, 123 

1,978 

: 

BONNER 

2 

2, 1 00 

660 

660 

BONNEVILLE 

5 

65  4, 1  95 

•1  A  7      A  AA 

1  97,296 

182,601 

1  4 

160,525 

52, 1 94 

\       46,  494 

BOUNDARY 

15 

1  A  O      >1A  A 

183,  46  4 

C  A      A  A  "7 

50, 097 

38, 473 

•  9 

207,610 

83,  736 

83,  736 

BUTTE 

1  41 

OA  A      C  A  A 

326, 529 

95, 807 

91,838 

1 

22, 016 

6,510 

j  6,510 

CAMAS 

6 

1  7, 1  00 

4,202 

4,202 

i 

t 

1 

CANYON 

287 

O  A  A      A  C  A 

396, 650 

•1   H  -1  AAA 

111, 008 

106,085 

1 

CARIBOU 

215 

756, 872 

AAA      A  7 C 

206, 075 

201,  906 

A 

OA  AAA 

30, 000 

8,  387 

''  8,387 

CASSIA 

251 

A  A  ^  AHA 

921 , 990 

A  /  O     -I  1  A 

2  AQ,  1 1  0 

2  42,  338 

A  A  -1  AAA 

291  ,  000 

6  4, 1  45 

6  4, 1  45 

CLARK 

34 

t  O  1        -1  A  A 

121  ,100 

OO      OA  A 

32, 309 

30,262 

58, 634 

26,  067 

1  11,067 

CLEARWATER 

16 

OA       1  1  A 

36 ,  110 

'i          1  OA 

1 1 ,  1  32 

9,115 

CUSTER 

59 

■1  A  A       O  -1  A 

1  09,  31 0 

34, 605 

33,  364 

ELMORE 

75 

1  37,226 

40, 978 

34,2  49 

1 

29,  783 

1  0, 706 

FRANKLIN 

1  49 

OCA       ~7  A  A 

250, 780 

72,  932 

69,601 

1 

1  0, 000 

3,  376 

3,  376 

FREMONT 

311 

n  A  ^      1  A  A 

82  4, 129 

All  AAA 

21 1 ,629 

208,037 

A 

3 

75, 870 

1  9,  450 

1  9,  450 

GEM 

52 

74, 52  4 

20, 991 

20,218 

GOODING 

111 

121 , 776 

35, 1  41 

33,  789 

IDAHO 

9 

73,627 

•1    A       A  O  I 

1  9, 931 

18,502 

1 

26,000 

12,800 

12,800 

JEFFERSON 

41  4 

807, 965 

238,  076 

232,  406 

4 

1 16, 000 

32,  374 

32,  374 

JEROME 

264 

442  ,  456 

1  34, 154 

125,254 

KOOTENAI 

8 

42,610 

10,072 

8,679 

2 

58, 400 

21, 775 

16,  331 

LATAH 

12 

88, 180 

1  9,  412 

1  4,004 

LEMH 1  , 

13 

26,21 0 

7,678 

5, 1  43 

LEWIS 

14 

1 18,204 

33, 665 

30,650 

LINCOLN 

136 

271,658 

78,624 

77,  478 

MADISON 

185 

480,066 

1  40,  396 

1  36,615 

100,716  ■ 

38,  771 

38,  771 

MINIDOKA 

532 

1,  182,  377 

357,  1  1  3 

352,857 

' 

49,600  ■ 

1  4,929 

1  4,  929 

NEZ  PERCE 

40 

202, 378 

62, 983 

58,253 

2 

1  9,  732  ■ 

7,911 

4,51  4 

ONE  1  DA 

185 

593,551 

164,210 

160,550 

1 

8,000  ; 

1,150 

1,150 

OWYHEE 

94 

1  40,  960 

42,  767 

41,713 

5 

1  39,  000  : 

31,162 

28,521 

PAYETTE 

96 

126,253 

36,112 

35,  374 

POWER 

95 

302,282 

81 , 465 

80,504 

i 
i 

TETON 

127 

-^98,818 

1  32,  348 

122,1 36 

2 

41.000  1 

16,858 

16.858 

TWIN  FALLS 

81 

161,618 

41 , 1  46 

40,6  46 

1 

36,000  ' 

10,  400 

10,  400 

VALLEY 

35 

S9, 449 

2  4,168 

23,604 

WASHINGTON 
 1 

110 

1  97,574 

54,  071 

51,361 

 1 

STATE  TOTAL 

4,952 

12,  85  4,  475 

3,602,571 
 ^  ^ 

3,  457,  757 

! 
I 

71  i 
 ^ 

— -. — ,  

1,780,656 

^  _4 

551,276 

506,  488 
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TABLE  2.  FARM  STORAGE  FACILITY  LOANS 

JULY  1  ,  1964  TO  JUNE  30,  1  965 


MOVABLE 

IMMOVABLE 

COUNTY 

1  nA'^s 

CAPAC 1 TY 

AMOUNT 

1  DANS 

n  A  P  AH  1  T  Y 

AMOI IMT 

ni  SRiiRSFn 

u  I  ouunu(.u 

OF 

i  niSRllRf^Fn 

uiODuno[_u 

u  1  oDunou.  u 

r  AC  11  1  T  1  ES 

1 

1  .  

F  AP  1  1  1  T  1 F  9 

N II  MR  F  R 

Rii  ^mf  1  ^ 

u  u  Q  n  w  L.  w 

1 

Dn  1  I  A  R 

u  U  L  L  H  n  O 

N  IIMR  P  R 
ii  u  no  c  n 

F          R  1 1 Q  u  r  1  c 

□  U  O  n  C  Lo 

n  n 1  1  IDC 
UU  L  L  A  n  0 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

ADA 

1 

1,900 

556 

BEAR  LAKE 

1 

1,000 

297 

BINGHAM 

2 

7,000 

1,803 

BLAINE 

1 

2,000 

552 

BONNEVILLE 

1 

3,030 

786 

BOUNDARY 

1 

20,000 

4,972 

BUTTE 

1 

2,300 

588 

CANYON 

1 

1,000 

320 

CASSIA 

3 

8,080 

2,  343 

CLARK 

1 

30,  000 

15,000 

FRANKLIN 

3 

9,  700 

2,741 

FREMONT 

? 

3,530 

955 

JEFFERSON 

1,000 

412 

JEROME 

2 

3,  000 

938 

LINCOLN 

1 

2,250 

496 

MINI DOKA 

2 

7.552 

2,096 

ONE  1  DA 

1 

12,500 

2,  495 

TETON 

3 

15,650 

3,  982 

WASHINGTON 

! 

: 

1 

1,500 

436 

STATE  TOTAL 

I 

28 

 1 

103,202 

,   i 

26,  768 

1 

30,000 

15,000 
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TABLE  3.  MOBILE  DRYING  EQUIPMENT  LOANS 


FROM  BEGINNING  OF  PROGRAM 

COUNTY 

LOANS 

AMOUNT 

AMOUNT 

DISBURSED 

DISBURSED 

REPAID 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

ADA 

1 

4,137 

4, 1  37 

BEAR  LAKE 

1 

461 

461 

BENEWAH 

1 

1,976 

988 

BOUNDARY 

8 

21,808 

21,808 

CANYON 

3 

8,781 

8,781 

CLEARWATER 

124 

124 

ELMORE 

I 

10,625 

8,733 

OWYHEE 

5 

16,039 

16,039 

PAYETTE 

1 

4,600 

2,265 

STATE  TOTAL 

24 

68,551 

63,  336 
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PART  VII 


1964  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 


The  1964  Feed  Grain  Program  was  entirely  voluntary.     Participation  in  the 
program  was  a  matter  of  individual  decision  by  each  producer  on  farms  that 
produced  barley,  corn,  or  grain  sorghum.     Producers  who  grew  more  than  one 
of  the  feed  grains — barley,  corn,  and  grain  sorghum — had  a  total  feed  grain 
base  for  their  farms  and  could  make  a  choice  of  diverting  from  the  base 
acreage  to  conservation  use  one  or  more  of  these  feed  grains.     The  base 
period  was  1959-60. 

The  program  was  designed  to: 

1.  Raise  farm  income  by  assuring  fair  prices  for  feed  grain 
producers  and  by  providing  a  basis  for  stability  for  live- 
stock prices. 

2.  Continue  the  substantial  progress  toward  the  national  goal 
of  a  45-  to  50-million  ton  feed  grain  carryover.  Previous 
programs  had  already  reduced  the  carryover  from  85  million 
tons  to  less  than  60  million  tons. 

3.  Reduce  program  costs  to  taxpayers  by  reducing  the  storage 
cost  of  grain  held  in  Government  inventory. 

Farmers  who  participated  were  eligible  for  diversion  and  price  support  pay- 
ments and  price  support  loans  on  their  1964  production  of  the  three  grains. 
The  price  support  payments  were  made  to  those  participating  whether  the 
feed  grain  produced  in  1964  was  fed  on  the  farm,  sold,  or  placed  under  a 
price  support  loan.     This  report  shows  how  farmers  in  Idaho  participated 
in  the  program. 
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TABLE  1. 


1964  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 


FEED  GRAIN  FARMS 

FEED  G 

RAIN  BASE  ALLOCATED  TO  FARMS          — . 

COUNTY 

TOTAL 

PARTICIPATING 

TOTAL 

PARTIOIPATING 

IN 

ENROLLED 

FARMS  EARNING 

IN 

ENROLLED 

FARMS  EARNING  , 

COUNTY 

PAYMENT 

GOUtJTY 

PAYMENT 

Numb  E  R 

Numb  ER 

Numb  ER 

Acre 

Acre 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6)- 

ADA 

1,043 

128 

122 

21,684 

3,  45  4 

3,202 

ADAMS 

70 

15 

1  4 

1,367 

498 

496 

ffANNOCK 

594 

183 

1  40 

28,  031 

1  4,167 

12,110 

BEAR  LAKE 

490 

1  37 

132 

20,841 

11,594 

1 1, 405 

BENEWAH 

192 

77 

72 

9,  745 

5,  482 

5,283 

BINGHAM 

1,257 

68 

59 

29,  760 

5,  905 

5,333 

BLAINE 

177 

47 

40 

6,529 

3,663 

3,5  47 

BOISE 

39 

12 

10 

688 

275 

236 

BONNER 

128 

21 

18 

1,304 

202 

166 

BONNEVILLE 

1,034 

77 

68 

41,601 

7,578 

6,  6  42 

BOUNDARY 

164 

46 

43 

2,  440 

685 

659 

BUTTE 

213 

48 

47 

8,682 

3,  36  3 

3,  32  4 

CAMAS 

98 

52 

46 

11,360 

7,005 

6,167 

CANYON 

1,563 

162 

158 

26,648 

4,209 

4,1  42 

CARIBOU 

552 

152 

134 

79,  403 

45,  970 

44,  073 

CASSIA 

1,010 

119 

111 

46,197 

10,  704 

10,267 

CLARK 

89 

36 

34 

7,  494 

3,800 

3,  719 

■  CLEARWATER 

1 78 

85 

77 

6,708 

3,877 

3,533 

CUSTER 

122 

25 

23 

3,567 

975 

834 

ELMORE  ■ 

183 

58 

48 

11,1 76 

4,770 

4,275 

FRANKLIN 

870 

179 

165 

23,  495 

8,  494 

8,087 

FREMONT 

480 

99 

86 

27,881 

12,501 

10,037 

GEM 

360 

50 

44 

6,162 

1,566 

1,201 

GOODING 

584 

110 

98 

8,740 

2,  422 

2,2  43 

IDAHO 

549 

164 

1  39 

35,  769 

12,  445 

10,544 

JEFFERSON 

801 

55 

47 

19,636 

2,313 

1,955 

JEROME 

1,018 

48 

40 

15,636 

1,337 

1,225 

KOOTENAI 

234 

92 

85 

7,108 

3,800 

3,  466 

LATAH 

849 

176 

147 

36,836 

10,909 

8,228 

LEMHI 

116 

2,645 

LEWIS 

336 

117 

92. 

41,918 

16,240 

1  3,  338 

LINCOLN 

311 

62 

54 

6,846 

1,851 

1,689 

MADISON 

587 

104 

80 

23,632 

5,2  48 

2,505 

MINI DOKA 

865 

45 

36 

19,643 

2,845 

2,236 

NEZ  PERCE 

481 

99 

81 

26,094 

6,939 

5,  466 

ONEIDA 

553 

128 

104 

34,271 

11,251 

8,880 

OWYHEE 

463 

59 

57 

1  3  276 

3,051 

3,007 

PAYETTE 

521 

1  30 

120 

9,1  41 

3,  76  4 

3,652 

POWER 

362 

68 

46 

46  ,  7  92 

13,899 

9,016 

TETON 

312 

37 

32 

19,288 

6,718 

5,990 

TWIN  FALLS 

1,001 

47 

45 

1 6, 772 

2,472 

2,322 

VALLEY 

51 

27 

22 

2,1  48 

1,  406 

1,173 

WASH  I..Ni  TON 

476 

92 

87 

1  4,  363 

4,993 

4,592 

STATE  TOTAL 

21,376 

3,536 

3,103 

823,  31  7 

274,640 

240,265 
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TA8LE  2. 


1  964  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 


dAoL  AL/ntAbt 

T      A 1 

□  AD  T  1  AM 

rUH ! 1  ON 

D 1  VERS  1  ON 

AVERAGE  DIVERSION 

COUNTY 

ON  PARTICIPATING 

DIVERTED 

DIVERTED  ACREAGE 

PAYMENTS 

PAYMENT  PER 

FARMS 

ACREAGE 

OF  BASE 

ACRE 

Acre 

Acre 

Per  Cent 

Dollars 

. — —  

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(4) 

\  / 

(5) 

ADA 

3,202 

1,906 

60 

79,162 

41  .53 

ADAMS 

496 

307 

62 

4,812 

15.67 

BAN MOCK 

12,110 

5,1  95 

43 

68,  415 

13.17 

BEAR  LAKE 

1 1 ,  405 

5,  426 

48 

80,550 

1  4.85 

BENEWAH 

5,283 

2,726 

52 

38,  45  4 

1  4.11 

BiNGHAM 

5,333 

2,838 

53 

48,  408 

17.06 

BLAiNE 

3,5  47 

1,779 

50 

29,131 

16.37 

BOiSE 

2  36 

124 

53 

1,651 

13.31 

BONNER 

166 

1  46 

88 

1,  763 

12.08 

BONNEVILLE 

6,642 

3,283 

49 

51,093 

15.56 

BOUNDARY 

659 

504 

76 

9,1  40 

18.13 

BUTTE 

3,  32  4 

1,810 

54 

31,611 

1  7.  46 

CAMAS 

6,167 

3,082 

50 

34,  396 

11.16 

CANYON 

4,1  42 

2,505 

60 

113,649 

45.37 

CARIBOU 

44,073 

1  4,809 

34 

201,  421 

13.60 

CASSIA 

10,267 

5,126 

50 

99,115 

19.34 

CLARK 

3,719 

1,890 

51 

25,985 

13.75 

CLEARWATER 

3,533 

1,710 

48 

26,566 

15.54 

CUSTER 

834 

478 

57 

9,180 

19.20 

ELMORE 

4,275 

2,026 

47 

41,578 

20.52 

FRANKLIN 

8,087 

3,962 

49 

69,003 

17.42 

FREMONT 

10,037 

3,958 

39 

58,01 4 

1  4.66 

GEM 

1,201 

698 

58 

20,191 

28.93 

GOODiNG 

2,243 

1,310 

58 

48,71  4 

37.19 

1  DAHO 

10,544 

5,096 

48 

77,315 

15.17 

JEFFERSON 

1,955 

1,043 

53 

21,788 

20.89 

JEROME 

1,225 

782 

64 

27,564 

35.25 

KOOTENAI 

3,  466 

1,940 

56 

28,647 

14.77 

LATAH 

8,228 

3,999 

49 

70,628 

17.66 

LEWIS 

1  3,  338 

4,935 

37 

72,969 

1  4.79 

LINCOLN 

1,689 

1,035 

61 

30,901 

29.86 

MADISON 

2,505 

1,298 

51 

28,637 

22.06 

MINIDOKA 

2,236 

950 

42 

25,022 

26.34 

MEZ  PERCE 

5,466 

2,6  45 

48 

50,  371 

19.04 

ONEIDA 

8,880 

3,742 

42 

51,984 

13.89 

OWYHEE  • 

3,007 

1,626 

54 

76,996 

47.35 

PAYETTE 

3,652 

2,120 

58 

84,  367 

39.80 

POWER 

9,016 

3,934 

44 

41,036 

10.  43 

TETON 

5,990 

2,639 

44 

33,986 

12.88 

TWIN  FALLS 

2,322 

1,284 

55 

42  ,  5  45 

33.13 

VALLEY 

1,173 

550 

47 

7,  463 

1  3.57 

WASHINGTON 

4,592 

2,323 

51 

40,8  49 

17.58 

STATE  TOTAL 

 .  1 

240,265 

^   



109,539 

46 

2,005,071 

18.30 
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TABLE  3. 


1964  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 


FARMS  EARNING 

ACREAGE  EARNING 

PRICE  SUPPORT 

AVERAGE  PAYMENT 

COUNTY 

PRICE  SUPPORT 

PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

PER  ACRE 

PAYMENT 

Numb  ER 

i      :  /' 
/ 

Acre 

Dollars 

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

ADA 

44 

1,071 

8,995 

8,40 

ADAMS 

4 

34 

1  43 

4.21 

BANNOCK 

107 

5,868  • 

20,150 

3.  43 

BEAR  LAKE 

94 

4,  342 

16,5  42 

3.81 

BENEWAH 

30 

1,1  48 

4, 1  78 

3.64 

BINGHAM 

18 

1,079 

4,139 

3.84 

BLAINE 

13 

858 

3,  45  4 

4.03 

BOISE 

3 

70 

2  45 

3.50 

BONNEVILLE 

36 

2,2  42 

8,586 

3.83 

BOUNDARY 

6 

76 

349 

4.59 

BUTTE 

22 

1,089 

4,  441 

4.08 

CAMAS 

26 

1,973 

5,506 

2.79 

CANYON 

48 

703 

7,064 

10.05 

CARIBOU 

124 

25,  945 

107,  350 

4.1  4 

CASSIA 

45 

2,918 

12, 707 

4.35 

CLARK 

26 

1,302 

4,297 

3.30 

CLEARWATER 

35 

1,269 

5,188 

4.09 

CUSTER 

9 

252 

1,412 

5.60 

ELMORE 

27 

1,573 

8,  735 

5.55 

FRANKLIN 

127 

3,565 

15,512 

4.35 

FREMONT 

64 

4,930 

21,6  40 

4.39 

GEM 

17 

397 

2,615 

6.59 

GOODING 

38 

62  4 

5,2  40 

8.40 

IDAHO 

87 

3,  447 

13,  464 

3.91 

JEFFERSON 

14 

562 

3,003 

5.34 

JEROME 

9 

1  46 

1,310 

8.97 

KOOTENAI 

22 

895 

3,5  40 

3.96 

LATAH 

79 

2,828 

12,590 

4.  45 

LEWIS 

74 

6,  436 

27,398 

4.26 

LINCOLN 

16 

378 

2,883 

7.63 

MADISON 

21 

855 

3,8  43 

4.49 

MINI DOKA 

26 

760 

5,271 

6.94 

NEZ  PERCE 

42 

1,707 

8,296 

4.86 

ONE  1  DA 

78 

4,218 

1  4,502 

3.44  ■ 

OWYHEE 

26 

608 

6,  477 

10.65 

PAYETTE 

40 

894 

7,6  49 

8.56 

POWER 

32 

3,744 

9,621 

2.57 

TETON 

25 

2,318 

7,821  - 

3.37 

TWIN  FALLS 

8 

305 

2,6  46 

8.68 

VALLEY 

8 

223 

825 

3.70 

WASHINGTON 

55 

1,  390 

6,813 

4.90 

STATE  TOTAL 

1,625 

95,042 

406,  440 

4.28 
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PART  VIII 


1964  SUGAR  BEET  PROGRAM 


Basically,  the  Sugar  Act  is  intended  to  do  three  things:     (1)  Make  it  pos- 
sible as  a  matter  of  national  security  to  produce  a  substantial  part  of  our 
sugar  requirements  within  the  continental  United  States  and  to  do  this  with- 
out the  consumer-penalizing  device  of  a  high  protective  tariff;   (2)  assure 
United  States  consumers  of  a  plentiful  and  stable  supply  of  sugar  at  rea- 
sonable prices;  and  (3)  permit  friendly  foreign  countries  to  participate 
equitably  in  supplying  the  United  States  sugar  market  for  the  double  purpose 
of  expanding  international  trade  and  assuring  a  stable  and  adequate  supply 
of  sugar. 

Main  features  of  the  sugar  program  include:     (1)  The  determination  each  year 
of  the  amount  of  sugar  which  will  be  needed  to  fill  United  States  require- 
ments;  (2)  the  establishment  of  "quotas"  which  determine  the  share  of  this 
market  which  will  be  available  for  specified  domestic  and  foreign  producing 
areas;   (3)  the  establishment  (as  needed)  of  individual  allotments,  or 
"proportionate  shares,"  for  domestic  farm  producers;  and  (4)  the  payment 
of  "conditional  payments"  to  producers  in  return  for  their  compliance  with 
the  production  adjustment  and  other  provisions  of  the  program.  Proportion- 
ate shares  were  not  in  effect  from  1961  through  1964. 

The  conditional  payments  to  producers  are  financed  out  of  the  general  funds 
of  the  Treasury.     However,  sugar  taxes  on  sugar  processed  in  the  United 
States  and  on  imported  refined  sugar  provide  funds  for  the  Treasury  which 
more  than  offset  all  costs  of  the  program,  including  payments  to  growers 
and  administrative  costs. 

Conditional  payments  of  approximately  91.9  million  dollars  were  made  on 
the  1963  crop  to  about  59,000  sugar  beet  and  sugar  cane  producers  in  23 
States,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands.     This  report  shows  Sugar  Act 
pajnnents  and  other  related  data  for  Idaho's  1964  crop. 
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TABLE  1. 


NUMBER  OF  APPLICATIONS,  PAYEES,  PLANTED  ACRES,  HARVESTED  ACRES,  TONS 
OF  BEETS  MARKETED,  AND  RECOVERABLE  SUGAR  FROM  BEETS  MARKETED 


COUNTY 

APPLI- 
CATIONS 

PAYEES 

PLANTED 

HARVESTED 

TOTAL  BEETS 
MARKETED 

RECOVERABLE 

SUGAR  FROM 
BEETS 
MARKETED 

Number 

Number 

Acres 

Acre  s 

Tons 

CWT. 

V  ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

A  n  A 
ADA 

40 

70 

2,064.2 

1  991 

7 

40,605.8 

1  1  3,  330.8 

BANNOCK 

75 

1  37 

5,  328.8 

5  2  79 

1 

•  1 

64,186.2 

1  90,  731  .4 

B INGHAM 

306 

475 

17,031,9 

16  07P 

8 

187,061 .6 

557,254.7 

BLAINE 

2 

2 

1  37.5 

126 

.0 

1,580,8 

4,71  7.9 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

90 

157 

5,108.6 

4,848 

.  8 

59, 485. 4 

1 77,206.0 

CANYON 

646 

1 ,244 

32,660. 1 

32  326 

1 

•  1 

745,  950.8 

2,081  ,  944.6 

CAR  1 BOU 

37 

54 

2,  776.1 

2  705 

Q 

24,293.0 

70,206.6 

CASS  1  A 

362 

612 

21,531  .7 

20,812 

.1 

266,  435.4 

804,  31  1  .5 

ELMORE 

8 

12 

231 ,7 

228 

.9 

3,868.1 

11,751  .6 

FRANKLIN 

180 

203 

3,947.3 

3,656 

,5 

34,  926,8 

100,939.3 

FREMONT 

28 

45 

1,  353.3 

1,252 

,2 

12,969.4 

38,635.7 

GEM 

28 

33 

815.5 

776 

.6 

n,  725.8 

32,  727.0 

GOODING 

82 

126 

1  ,  744.  4 

1,698 

.7 

26, 762.8 

81  ,  307.1 

JEFFERSON 

35 

57 

2,166.2 

1,911 

.6 

20,957.7 

62,551.8 

JEROME 

278 

41 1 

9,937.8 

9,230 

.9 

1 47,208.9 

447,220.6 

LINCOLN 

18 

27 

2,21 1 .2 

2,1  42 

.1 

27,  381 .8 

83,185.9 

MADISON 

60 

68 

2,  459,1 

2,176 

.1 

23,505.0 

■70,021.2 

MINIDOKA 

588 

926 

29,311 .8 

28,269 

.8 

396,943.3 

1,203,  727.7 

ONEIDA 

7 

1  4 

263.7 

263 

.  7 

2,819.2 

8,271 .5 

OWYHEE 

126 

200 

4,  767,5 

4,552 

.6 

98  ,  5  46  .0 

275,043.2 

PAYETTE 

59 

110 

2,850.7 

2,819 

.1 

63,528.4 

1  77,  308.0 

POWER 

69 

100 

7,  471  .5 

7,403 

.9 

100,537. 4 

299,504.4 

TWIN  FALLS 

669 

1,305 

20,71  3.9 

19,867 

.3 

361,664.7 

1  ,098,643.5 

WASHINGTON 

80 

124 

3,  460.4 

3,452 

.5 

74,203.9 

207,102.6 

STATE  TOTAL 

3,873 

6,512 

180,  344.9 

1 73,865.0 

2,  797,1  48,2 

8,  1  97,644.6 
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TABLE  2. 


BONA  FIDE  ABANDONED  ACREAGE 


COUNTY 

BONA  FIDE  ABANDONED  ACREAGE 

FOR  PAYMENT 

NO  PAYMENT 

FARMS 

ACRES 

1/3  OF  NORMAL  YIELD 

FARMS 

ACRES 

Number 

Numb  ER 

CWT. 

Numb  ER 

Numb  ER 

U  } 

ADA 

c 
D 

1    H9  1 

BANNOCK 

0 

4Q  7 

R  7fi  ft 

B INGHAM 

Af] 

TV 

Q^iQ  1 

3vJ  3  .  1 

1  q   4PQ  4 

BLAI NE 

1 
1 

1  1  ^ 

1  Rfl  'I 

1  D  0  .  0 

BONNEV 1 LLE 

q 

1  9  ft 

1    7S9  R 

J 

1  0  1  .  o 

CANYON 

7  RQ  '1  S 

CAR  1  BOU 

4 

/  U  0  ^1 

777  Q 

CASSIA 

0  1 

71  Q  R 

11    RR7  fl 

ELMORE 

1 
1 

9  P 
<C  .  0 

00  .  J 

FRANKL IN 

9  Qn  p 

4  1 1  n  7 

FREMONT 

0 

1  U  1  .  1 

1    1  RR  Q 

GEM 

5 

38.9 

700.9 

GOODING 

6 

43.2 

814.4 

1 

2.5 

JEFFERSON 

13 

244.3 

2,676,5 

1 

10.3 

JEROME 

50 

706.9 

1  3,690.  4 

LINCOLN 

4 

69.1 

829.8 

MADISON 

11 

283.0 

3, 1  35 .  4 

MINI DOKA 

64 

1  ,042.0 

16,553.2 

OWYHEE 

15 

21  4.9 

4,  391  . 7 

PAYETTE 

I 

31  .6 

670.6 

POWER 

67.6 

1  ,048.6 

TWIN  FALLS 

70 

8  46.6 

19,860.0 

WASHINGTON 

3 

7.9 

161 .5 

STATE  TOTAL 

403 

6,  335.6 

107,  381  .6 

7 

1  44.  3 
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TABLE  3. 


APPROVED  DEFICIENCY  OF  PRODUCTION,  TOTAL  SUGAR  FOR  PAYMENT,  NET  PAYMENT 
AND  AMOUNT  DEDUCTED  FOR  CHILD  LABOR 


COUNTY 

APPROVED  DEFICIENCY  OF 

1                         -  ■  -  ■ 

TOTAL  SUGAR 

NET 

AMOUNT  OF 

FOR  PAYMENT 

PAYMENT 

DEDUCTION  FOR 

CHILD  LABOR 

DEFICIENCY  OF 

FARMS 

PRODUCTION 

N  U  MB  £  R 

U  WT  . 

CWT. 

Doll  ARs 

Dollars 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

ADA 

1  1  4,662,9 

91  ,  572,  33 

BANNOCK 

48 

22,  425.9 

21  3,834.1 

1  69,  743.1  0 

BINGHAM 

181 

60,837.8 

631  ,581  .9 

503,  764.98 

BLAINE 

1 

460  .8 

5,  347.0 

4,2  77.60 

BONNEVILLE 

38 

10,130.1 

189,088.6 

150,955.72 

CANYON 

188 

38,950.1 

2,126,598.2 

1  ,673,  363.  35 

CARI  BOU 

30 

1  6,  053.0 

87,  037.5 

69,630.00 

CASS  1  A 

21  9 

87,  486.0 

90  3,  45  4.5 

713,718.71 

ELMORE 

3 

1,020.2 

12,805.3 

10,244.24 

FRANKLIN 

1  44 

34,  1  33.2 

1 39,183.2 

1  11,  346  .  56 

FREMONT 

13 

7,418  J 

47,210.7 

37,  496.48 

GEM 

15 

3,168.6 

36,596.5 

29,267.20 

GOODING 

48 

9,013.3 

91,1  34.8 

72,907.84 

JEFFERSON 

12 

4,11  4.3 

69  ,  342  .6 

55, 365.36 

JEROME 

162 

46,572.2 

507,  483.2 

405,595. 36 

LINCOLN 

10 

7,276.3 

91,292.0 

72, 458.98 

MADISON 

22 

3,21 7.8 

76, 374. 4 

60,919.52 

MINI DOKA 

32  3 

88,223.5 

1  ,  308,504.  4 

1,038,807.68 

ONE  1  DA 

3 

35  7.5 

8,629.0 

6,093.20 

OWYHEE 

26 

5,593.6 

285,028.5 

227,  952.92 

PAYETTE 

1  4 

4,  322 . 0 

182, 300.6 

1  45,  345.51 

POWER 

38 

26,070.3 

326,  623.3 

258,570.81 

TWIN  FALLS 

409 

1  09,  721  .8 

1,228,225.3 

982,281 . 34 

WASHINGTON 

1  4 

3,652.0 

210,916.1 

168,286.88 

STATE  TOTAL 

1,961 

590,228.4 

8,895,254.6 

7,060,  775.47 
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TABLE  4. 


NUMBER  0-  FARMS,  PLANTED  ACRES  AND  TONS  OF  BEETS  MARKETED  BY  SIZE  GROUPS 


SIZE  GROUPS  OF  FARMS 
BY  PLAN"^En  ACRE 

NUMBER  OF 
APPLICATIONS 

PLANTED  ACRES 

TONS  OF  BEETS  MARKETED 
FOR  SUGAR 

U  } 

(  a\ 

U.J        T. y 

AO 
TO 

1  Ob .  / 

1 ,  y  48 .  0 

c;  n  _      Q  Q 

OOQ 

1     70  A  A 

Of:*   o  nn  o 

dQiibO .2 

1  0  n  _    0  d  Q 
1  U  ,  U        li  t.  y 

1,100 

QO  Q     QQ  Q  7 

0<i  0 ,  Oo  y .  / 

i  0 .  u  ~    ty .  y 

1    0  Q£3 

7  0  7     7  0 1  0 

f  0  '  ,  f  0 1  .0 

n   -     QQ  Q 

J  V .  u       y  y .  y 

7  Qfl 

AQ    7C0  e 

70  O    0  4  0  0 

/  cjy,  <c  to,  b 

1  no  n  —  1  QQ  Q 

Ofl  7 

Ob,  0  /  4.  U 

0  40,  nOy.  ( 

9on  n   -  9QQ  Q 

^7 

1  0,  *rOy.  *r 

1  Q  0   C  AA  Q 
1  0  0,  b  TT.  0 

300.0  -  399.9 

17 

5,  367.5 

81  ,502.4 

400.0  -  499.9 

7 

2,  963.2 

47,048.4 

500.0   AND  ABOVE 

6 

4,  413.8 

52,859.8 

STATE  TOTAL 

3,873 

180,  344.9 

2,  797,  1  48.2 
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TABLE  5. 


1  964  CROP  SUGAR  BEET  AND  SJGAR  YIELD 


COUNTY 

SUGAR  BEET  YIELD 

□  CD     AT  DC     IM  THMQ 

rt  n   AUnt    1  IN    1  UNu> 

SUGAR  YIELD  PER  ACRE 
IW  HUM DRF nWF 1 RHT 

1  964  Crop 

1964  Crop 

(1) 

(2) 

ADA 

20.4 

56.9 

BANNOCK 

12.2 

36.1 

BINGHAM 

11  .6 

34.7 

BLAINE 

12,5 

37,4 

BONNEVILLE 

12,3 

36.5 

CANYON 

23.1 

64.  4 

CARIBOU 

9o0 

25.9 

CASSIA 

12,8 

38.6 

ELMORE 

16,9 

51 .3 

FRANKLIN 

9.6 

27.6 

FREMONT 

10,4 

30.9 

GEM 

15.1 

42.1 

GOODING 

15.8 

47.9 

JEFFERSON 

11.0 

32.7 

JEROME 

15,9 

48.4 

LINCOLN 

,12.8 

38.8 

MADISON 

10,8 

32.2 

MINI DOKA 

14.0 

42.6 

ONEIDA 

10.7 

31  .4 

OWYHEE 

21 .6 

60.  4 

PAYETTE 

22.6 

62.9 

POWER 

■  13.6 

40.5 

TWIN  FALLS 

18.2 

55.3 

WASHINGTON 

21 .5 

60.0 

\ 
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PART  IX 


1964  WHEAT  STABILIZATION  PROGRAM 


The  program  was  adopted  in  April  1964.     Its  aims  were:     (1)     To  enable 
growers  to  avoid  disastrous  fall  in  income;   (2)  to  insure  stable  costs  of 
wheat  products  to  consumers;   (3)  to  avoid  undue  costs  to  Government,  and 
(4)  to  enable  the  United  States  to  continue  to  enjoy  benefits  of  the 
International  Wheat  Agreement. 

A  majority  of  wheat  farmers  voting  in  the  referendum  in  May  1963  rejected 
marketing  quotas.     Under  continuing  legislation,  this  made  mandatory  a  1964 
price-support  loan    rate  of  $1.26  per  bushel.     For  more  than  ten  years,  the 
farm  price  of  wheat  has  been  within  a  few  cents  of  the  loan  rate.  With 
carryover  stocks  about  900  million  bushels,  there  was  no  reasonable  expec- 
tation that  buyers  would  have  paid  much  more  than  the  $1.26  loan  rate  for 
wheat.     The  1964  wheat  crop  income  expectation,  therefore,  would  have 
dropped  to  about  $1.75  billion  compared  with  $2.3  billion  for  1963. 

Many  farmers  urged  some  program  to  avert  so  severe  a  blow  to  growers  and 
the  industries  that  serve  them.    Moreover,  by  planting  within  their  acreage 
allotments  for  1964,  most  growers  "voted  with  their  drills"  in  favor  of 
farm  programs.     Congress  and  the  President  responded  with  a  two-year  volun- 
tary plan. 

For  the  first  (1964)  year,  participation  reached  76%  of  the  national  effec- 
tive acreage  allotment,   in  major  wheat  States  averaged  88%. 

To  be  eligible  for  certificates  and  diversion  payments,  farmers  were  required 
to  enroll  and  (1)  stay  within  their  allotment,    (2)  devote  diverted  acres  to 
conservation  use  (or  they  could  plant  any  of  the  designated  crops  with 
reduced  diversion  payment),   (3)  maintain  normal  conserving  base,   (4)  stay 
within  the  wheat  allotment  on  any  other  farm  in  which  they  had  an  interest 
in  the  wheat  crop. 

This  report  shows  how  Idaho  farmers  participated  in  the  program. 
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TABLE  1, 


1964  WHEAT  STABILIZATION  PROGRAM 


COUNTS 

FARMS  WITH 

FARMS  WITH 

FARMS  WITH 

NON-PART  IC  ! FATING 

^OTAL  EFFECTIVE 

ALLOTMENT 

DIVERSION 

CERTIFICATE 

FARMS 

ALLOTMENT  ON 

 — _ — 

D  A  -/MCMT 

D  AVMC  MT  0 

ALl  r  Anno 

\ 
1 

ill  iMQ  C  D 

Ml  IMD  C  D 

NunbcH 

■  -  ■  '  ■                    ■  1 
N jMBEH 

 ^  

NLMoER 

ACRES 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

ADA 

861 

99 

89 

762 

6,  387 

ADAMS 

68 

21 

18 

47 

940 

BANNOCK 

1,133 

31  3 

301 

320 

46,  416 

BEAR  LAKE 

444 

207 

203 

2  37 

19,286 

BENEWAH 

219 

1  43 

125 

76 

18,045 

BINGHAM 

2,034 

903 

831 

1 , 1  31 

50,  005 

BLAINE 

229 

101 

97 

128 

6,750 

BOISE 

32 

10 

9 

22 

358 

BONNER 

21  3 

56 

20 

157 

1,212 

BONNEVILLE 

1 ,  41 1 

770 

750 

5  41 

82,528 

BOUNDARY 

309 

128 

115 

181 

9,055 

BUTTE 

245 

133 

127 

112 

8,655 

CAMAS 

105 

88 

8  4 

8 

28,  673 

CANYON 

2,170 

317 

2S7 

1,853 

18,953 

CARIBOU 

471 

340 

335 

131 

-^5,8  42 

CASS !  A 

1,241 

374 

357 

367 

56,829 

CLARK 

46 

28 

25 

18 

4,566 

CLEARWATER 

238 

143 

121 

82 

6,980 

OUSTER 

139 

55 

49 

84 

1,819 

ELMORE 

196 

62 

60 

134 

6,516 

FRANKLIN 

860 

534 

521 

326 

30,  348 

FREMONT 

704 

496 

4S1 

208 

42,  351 

GEM 

376 

49 

37 

32  7 

2,  426 

GOODING 

801 

229 

222 

572 

8,062 

1  DAHO 

619 

462 

446 

157 

5  3,  556 

JEFFERSON 

1,165 

551 

5  42 

61  4 

26,530 

JEROME 

1 , 1  30 

360 

359 

770 

1  4,257 

KOOTENAI 

444 

192 

166 

252 

22,1  OS 

LATAH 

1,  1  46 

562 

5  42 

584 

62, 183 

LEMHI 

139 

18 

1  7 

121 

1,079 

LEWIS 

325 

277 

270 

48 

36,552 

LINCOLN 

381 

272 

264 

109 

9,273 

MADISON 

822 

589 

584 

233 

44,  888 

MINIDOKA 

1,  36  4 

441 

43  4 

943 

2  4,  1  32 

NEZ  PERCE 

5  47 

335 

322 

212 

58,554 

ONEIDA 

568 

389 

382 

1  79 

61,999 

avYHEE 

443 

122 

116 

321 

5,128 

PAYETTE 

606 

126 

114 

460 

5,218 

POWER 

374 

261 

254 

113 

8  3,  355 

TETON 

285 

150 

1  46 

135 

25, 497 

TWIN  FALLS 

2,  335 

751 

739 

1,584 

35,  044 

VALLEY 

—  — 

53 

25 

21 

28 

5  47 

WASHINGTON 

512 

196 

182 

316 

16,01  7 

STATE  TOTAL 

27,823 

1 1,678 

11,234 

15,1  45 

1  ,089,247 
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TABLE  2. 


1  96  4  WHEAT  STABILIZATION  PROGRAM 


tr  r  to  1 1 Vt 

c  r  c  cr  T  1  \'c: 
Lr  1  CO  1  1  V 1. 

L  ^  r  Hj  !  1 Y  t 

I  U 1 AL   U 1 V  t  n 1 1  U 

1  U 1 AL   U 1 V t  no  I  UN 

COUNTY 

ALLOTMENT  ON  FARMS 

ALLOTf^NT  OF  FARMS 

ALLOTMENT  ON  NON- 

ACREAGE 

PAYMENT  EARNED 

WITH  DIVERSION 

WITH  CERTIFICATE 

PARTICIPATING 

EARNING  PAYMENT 

P AYMFWT 

r  n  '  1  II,  IN  1 

P AYMFWT 

F  ARM'^ 

Acre 

Acre 

Acre 

Acre 

Dollars 

V  '  .1 

'  IT)  ^ — i 

AHA 

1  7RR 
1  J  /  oo 

1    Rl  4 

1  ,  O  1  " 

4  RPI 

I,  Ot  I 

Co  o 

P    7S  4 
C  f  1  o  ^ 

An  AM"> 
MUHi  lO 

0  OO 

RnP 

J  Oc. 

in  7 

Aft 
00 

R  RP 
0  04 

R  AWMnPr^ 

"^S   1  R  4 

"^4  7ft1 

1 1  PRP 

1 1 , 4Q4 

4  PR*=i 
",4  00 

PI  RQP 
4  0,  0  34 

RFAR   i  Ai<r 

DCMn  UHAL 

1  D  J  J  uc. 

1  R  '^'IR 
1 0 , ooo 

P    7ft  4 

P    1  P  1 
4  ,  14  0 

in  no  1 

1  U,  U 3 0 

DLIVCWrtn 

1  ^   R  7R 

P    TR  7 

1  QPR 
1  ,  34  0 

1  7  QflP 
1 ( , 304 

R ! MQH  AM 

7RR 

Oj,  J  J  3 

1  4  P  IQ 

4  4np 

t,  tU4 

R  1    1  QR 
0  1,1 30 

Rl  A  1  NF 

4  R  QD 

1  QPft 
1  ,  oC  0 

7Qft 

1  30 

7  nftn 
1  ,  uou 

1  ftp 

1  0^ 

1  7 

1  7R 

1  /  D 

40 

Pin 

4  1  u 

ROMM  FR 

oc  o 

71  R 

Pi  Q 
4  1  3 

1    ll  Q 
1,013 

ROMMF','  IMF 

RfS  QPP 

D3, o  1  U 

1  R  ROR 
1  0, DUO 

7  R  IR 
1  ,  0  00 

4Q  RDQ 
t3 , OU  3 

DUu    U Mn  T 

7    'IP  ft 
I  )  odD 

1  RRR 
1  ,-DOO 

QR  7 
3D  ( 

Q    7R 1 
3,  (00 

R!  I^TF 

7  7PR 

7   P  7P 

1    1 PQ 
1,14  3 

1    PP 1 
1,440 

7    1  41 
1  f  1  tO 

1^  AMA9 

P  7  RflQ 

P  7    1  QP 

1    OR  4 
1  ,  UO  T 

R    IR  Q 
0  ,  OD  3 

PR  Q4R 
40,3  ^0 

r  A MY DM 

R   7  97 

J  ,  1  O  1 

o  f  OOo 

1  1  P 1  R 
1  0,  4  1  0 

1  np  R 

1  ,  U4  0 

11   1  Rn 

1  1  ,  1  OU 

n  AR  1  RHI 1 

O  nil  !  UvU 

4P  QR  9 

4P   ft  '1^ 
,  0  oo 

P  fl7Q 
C  )  0  1  o 

4  R7R 

0  /  O 

Pft  74ft 
CO  f  1  "0 

n  A99  1  A 

U  nOO  1  n 

"^Q  PR'l 

Oo , ^  0  V 

1  7  non 

1  (  ,  U  3U 

4  ft  4ft 

",  0  ^0 

1ft  Rn  7 
oo  f  OU  1 

ni  ARK 

4  1  "I  4 

4  1  4*^ 

41  P 

T  1  C 

R17 
0  O  1 

P  ftRR 
4  ,  ODD 

r  1  F  ARWATF  R 

R  114 

D  J   1   1  T 

R  ftf^R 

RRR 
000 

POP 
0  34 

7  Rftft 
(  ,  000 

u  U  O  1  u  n 

1     "^1  R 
1  J  0  1  J 

1    P  7fi 

Rn  4 

J  U  T 

Pfll 
4UO 

1  ftpn 

1  ,  04U 

F  1  MHRF 

4  RRl 

4    1  n 

1  Q^^ 
1  ,  330 

R  44 

0  T" 

4  RPR 
T,  04  0 

FRA^I^<I  IM 

r  n.  MUn  L  1  ll 

PR   1  Q'S 

Pft  DRl 

^  0  ,  UO  1 

^  ,  1  J  o 

3,  409 

22,  484 

FRFMOMT 

UU  J  0  3  o 

■^ft   Rfl  7 
OO  ,  D  U  / 

1  4Rft 
0,  ^0  0 

4,  399 

31,  389 

RFM 

Qi  n 

3  1  U 

7QQ 

1  oo 

1    R  1  R 
1  ,  J  1  0 

186 

1,579 

1  QPR 

1  ft^iR 

vJ,  0  J D 

4  1  14 
t,  1  on 

454 

5,547 

1  DAHn 

4fl    11  R 

47  Rl  7 

11,01  / 

^  I4n 

5,994 

54,298 

jCCcpoqrjM 

1  7  44Q 

17  p  n 

1  1  )  CO  o 

Q  nfti 

2,153 

22  ,  46  9 

IFRflMF 

R  ?7*i 

D  ,  O  !  O 

R   'IR 1 

D  ,  OO  \ 

7  flRP 

/  ,  QOC 

722 

11,077 

KOniFWAi 

<\  \AJ  1  L  11  M  1 

1ft  Pfll 
1 O, CO  1 

1  7  RflR 
1  1  , 000 

1    ftp  ft 
0  ,  O^  0 

2,  482                   20,  115 

1  AT  AH 

41    1  ftp 
~ 1  ,  1  oc 

41  p  in 

Pi  nn 7 

C  1 , UU  1 

4,833 

51,878 

1  FMM  1 

L  din  1 

oo  o 

14Q 

7PR 
(40 

54 

529 

1  FWI  9 

LC  rt  I  O 

■^P   Ql  4 

OC  ,  3  1  T 

IP    7R  ft 
oC  ,  /  D  0 

1  R  1ft 
Of  0  OO 

3,974 

41,504 

ft   1  hO 
0  ,  1  J  u 

ft  1  nft 

0  ,  1  UO 

1   1  p  1 

1,084 

1  3,  41  8 

41    1  "^ft 

"1,1  uO 

41  nQf^ 

1  7'in 

O,  /  ou 

4,61  4 

31 ,  492 

M 1  W 1 nOK  A 

1  R    "IP  7 

1  J  ,  U  J  u 

fi  ROR 
0 ,  0 UO 

2,  427 

30,593 

MIT?  PFRPF 

ll  Li.    r  L  nU  L 

47   41  n 

47  pn  4 

11  144 

11,1 

5,557 

61,507 

ONE  1  OA 

53,196 

53,191 

8,803 

6,1  31 

33,637 

OWYHEE 

2,420 

2,371 

2,708 

315 

4,680 

P AYFTTF 

r  Ml  L.  1  It 

1  Ob 

^ ,  U  f  0 

0,  U  00 

351 

3,  736 

POWER 

73,142 

73,039 

10,213 

8,  346 

47,  305 

TETON 

23,  757 

23,  705 

1,740 

2,743 

15,738 

TWIN  FALLS 

21 ,06  7 

20,  709 

13,977 

2,573 

39, 497 

VALLEY 

359 

3?  5 

1  88 

104 

479 

WASHINGTON 

12,077 

11,818 

3,940 

2,181 

15,047 

STATE  TOTAL 

861,  483 

854,  071 

227,  754 
\                            .  . 

1  07,508 

863,  1  43 
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TABLE  3. 


1  964  WHEAT  STABILIZATION  PROGRAM 


COUNTY 

PLANTED  ACREAGE 

TOTAL  CERTIFICATE 

TOTAL  PAYMENT 

AVERAGE  DIVERSION 

AVERAGE  CERTIF- 

EARNING CERT  IF- 

PAYMENTS  EARNED 

EARNED 

PAYMENT  PER 

ICATE  PAYMENT 

ICATE  PAYMENT 

D. VERTED  ACRE 

PER  PLANTED  ACRE 

Ac  R  E 

Do  ?  1  A  R  *N 

U  W     L  n  n  O 

n  n '  i  A  P  *N 

L.  U     L»  M  r.  o 

rin  1  1  i  R  "J 

UU  L  L  M  n  V/ 

Dn 1  1  A  R  ^ 

L"J  L  L  A  n  O 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

ADA 

1,  397 

32,159 

34,913 

10,89 

23.02 

ADAMS 

459 

6,268 

6,820 

6.27 

1  3.66 

BANNOCK 

33,509 

362,626 

366,  31  8 

5.55 

10.82 

BEAR  LAKE 

1  4,  799 

1  44,915 

155,008 

4.75 

9,79 

BENEWAH 

15,277 

254,6  48 

272,630 

9.34 

16.67 

BINGHAM 

31,684 

75  7,  1  35 

808,  331 

1 1  .63 

23.90 

BLAINE 

3,855 

74,  357 

81,  437 

8.87 

19.29 

BOISE 

119 

1,797 

2,007 

7.50 

15.10 

BONNER 

253 

3,510 

4,829 

6,02 

13.87 

BONNEVILLE 

61,953 

782,  387 

832,  1  96 

6.35 

12.63 

BOUNDARY 

6,941 

1 39, 985 

1  49,  738 

10.09 

20.1  7 

BUTTE 

5,882 

94,312 

101,955 

5.84 

16.12 

CAMAS 

23,  382 

233,223 

259,168 

4.83 

9.97 

CANYON 

4,  443 

1  33,259 

1  44,  41  9 

10.89 

29.99 

CARIBOU 

41,694 

475,860 

504,608 

5.90 

11  .  41 

CASSIA 

36,874 

5  41,159 

579,666 

7.94 

1  4.68 

CLARK 

4,007 

43,550 

46,  416 

5,34 

10.87 

CLEARWATER 

5,643 

92, 736 

100,62  4 

8.84 

16.43 

CUSTER 

1,226 

23,698 

25,518 

8.97 

19.33 

ELMORE 

3,  774 

63,838 

68,  466 

8,51 

16.92 

FRANKLIN 

25,621 

327,  45  4 

349,  938 

6.60 

12.78 

FREMONT 

37,054 

5  40,2  41 

571,630 

7.1  4 

1  4.58 

GEM 

704 

13,634 

15,213 

8.49 

19.37 

GOODING 

3,  350 

83,032 

88,579 

12.22 

24.79 

IDAHO 

45,  387 

766,256 

820,554 

9.06 

16.88 

JEFFERSON 

15,786 

362,120 

38  4,589 

10.44 

22.94 

JEROME 

5,546 

1  71,851 

182,  928 

15.34 

30.99 

KOOTENAI 

16, 757 

256,  320 

276, 435 

8.10 

15.30 

LATAH 

39,  932 

757,  476 

809,  35  4 

10.73 

18.97 

LEMHI 

279 

5,794 

6,323 

9.80 

20.77 

LEWIS 

32,097 

601  ,  302 

6  42  ,  8  06 

10.44 

18.73 

LINCOLN 

6,803 

1  74,  455 

187,873 

12.38 

25.64 

MADISON 

39,  779 

5  40,882 

572,374 

6.83 

13.60 

MINI DOKA 

11,655 

328,  757 

359,  350 

12.61 

28.21 

NEZ  PERCE 

46,199 

904,064 

965,571 

11.07 

19.57 

ONE! DA 

51,624 

534,182 

567,819 

5.49 

10.35 

OWYHEE 

1,890 

58,222 

62,902 

1  4.86 

30.81 

PAYETTE 

1,619 

38,  034 

41,770 

10.64 

23.49 

POWER 

69,859 

752,  475 

799,780 

5.67 

10.77 

TETON 

22,  926 

268,  404 

284,1  42 

5.74 

11  .71 

TWIN  FALLS 

18,  491 

568,019 

607,516 

15.35 

30.72 

VALLEY 

239 

2,931 

3,  410 

4.61 

12.26 

WASHINGTON 

9,430 

1  36,621 

151,668 

6.90 

1  4.  49 

STATE  TOTAL 

800, 1 98 

6,016,535 

1  3,317,591 

8.03 

15.56 
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PART  X 


1964  WOOL  INCENTIVE  PAYMENT  PROGRAM 


The  wool  program  was  authorized  by  the  National  Wool  Act  of 
1954,   which  directs  that  domestic  wool  production  at  a 
yearly  level  of  300  million  pounds  shall  be  encouraged  "as 
a  measure  of  our  national  security  and  in  promotion  of  the 
general  economic  welfare."     The  program,  is  designed  to 
increase  the  production  of  domestic  xtooI  and  to  permit  x-/ool 
return  for  their  investment  and  cost  of  production. 

The  Act  provides  for  an  incentive  price  to  encourage  the  larger  production. 
This  is  accomplished  by  means  of  payments  to  groxN/ers  to  bring  their  income 
from  wool  up  to  the  incentive  or  support  level,   and  in  that  way,   not  affect 
the  competitive  position  of  wool  x>7ith  other  fibers  in  the  open  market. 

The  grower  markets  his  wool  for  the  best  price  he  can  obtain.     At  the  end  of 
the  marketing  year  the  national  average  price  received  by  producers  is  deter- 
mined.    The  payment  is  a  percentage  applied  to  the  growers'  net  proceeds  from 
the  sale  of  wool  after  marketing  deductions.     The  percentage  is  arrived  at 
by  determining  the  percentage  necessary  to  bring  the  national  average  price 
received  by  grox^ers  up  to  the  support  level  X'jhich  has  been  62  cents  per  pound. 

The  national  average  price  received  by  grox^7ers  and  the  incentive  payment  rate 
for  each  of  the  marketing  years  follox-js: 


Marketing 
Year 

National  Average  Price 
Received  by  Growers 
(cents  per  lb.) 

Shorn  Wool 
Payment  Rate 
(7o  of  net  proceeds) 

'^Unshorn  Lamb 
Payment  Rate 
(cents  per  cx'7t . ) 

1955 

42.8 

44.9 

77 

1956 

44.3 

40.0 

71 

1957 

53.7 

15.5 

33 

1958 

36.4 

70.3 

102 

1959 

43.3 

43.2 

75 

1960 

42.0 

47.6 

80 

1961 

42.9 

44.5 

76 

1962 

47.7 

30.0 

57 

1963 

48.5 

27.8 

54 

1964 

53.2 

16.5 

35 

"  The  unshorn  lamb  payment  rate  is  determined  on  the  basis  of  the  average 
weight  of  wool  per  100  pounds  of  lamb,   the  value  of  lambs  wool  relative  to 
shorn  wool,   and  average  shorn  x>70ol  incentive  payment  per  pound. 


Money  for  the  incentive  payment  is  derived  from  import  duties  collected  on 
all  wool  and  xvool  manufactured  goods  from  any  foreign  country. 
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TABLE  1. 


1964  WOOL  INCENTIVE  PAYMENT  PROGRAM 


COUNTY 

SHORN  WOOL 

UNSHORN  LAMBS 

1  U  1  AL 
A  DDI    1  _ 

ArrL  1 

P  AT  1  i"iM  Q 

TOTAL  LB  So 

ON  WHiCH 

PAYMENTS 
MADE 

1  U  i  n_ 
r  n  1  1  IL.  I'J  i  0 

TOT  At    Fl  iMR 
or  n:  r-T  |  nV  Q 

T  HT  A ' 

APP!  1  - 
M  r  r  L  1 

PAT  1  n  M 

TOTAL  LBS. 

ON  WHICH 
PAYMENTS 

MADE 

TOT  Al 
1  U  !  ML 

P  AYMF  HTR 
r  M  !  1  !C1  |y  1  0 

TDTA'  FliMO 
1  'J  1  M^    r  UIM  U 

DF  ni  If  T  1  flM  <5 

Number 

P  0  II  M 

!    V  U  ll 

J  0 

Dollars 

Dollars 

NUI^B  ER 

Pounds 

Dollars 

Dollars 

(2) 

(3) 

f  41 

(5^ 

^6) 

(7) 

ADA 

64 

2  33, 

42  4 

22, 347 

2,  334 

36 

2  52  3  50  7 

8  8  32 

1  ?R? 

1  ,  <c.  oc 

ADAMS 

36 

39, 

91  4 

4, 1 04 

399 

26 

2  7R   31 R 

96  7 

1  3ft 

1  'JO 

BANNOCK 

74 

95, 

416 

8  475 

95  4 

52 

fi4«  443 

2  PRQ 

3P  4 

Oil  ^ 

BEAR  LAKE 

1  41 

189, 

686 

1  9  52^ 

1  897 

1  2  3 

1    185  275 

4  1  4ft 

BENEWAH 

1 1 

8, 

856 

685 

89 

6 

38  853 

1  36 

1  9 

BINGHAM 

276 

739, 

358 

71 , 056 

7  394 

263 

fi  85fi  1 72 

? 4  nil 

3  4?  7 

BLAINE 

48 

359, 

102 

33  373 

3  591 

49 

3  359  055 

^9  C\nl 

1    R  4C) 

BOISE 

6 

1, 

133 

104 

1  1 

3 

1  Q 

1  v7 

3 

BONNER 

27 

7, 

611 

565 

76 

1  6 

76  409 

C  C/ 

3R 

BONNEVILLE 

1  50 

469, 

442 

43,21  3 

4, 694 

1 5f; 

4  77?  049 

1 R  7n*i 

2  3ftR 
<i ,  00  0 

BOUNDARY 

5 

1, 

565 

1 50 

1 R 

3 

?R 
^  u 

4 

BUTTE 

57 

16  3, 

579 

1 5  30  7 

1  F36 

4fi 

1  99 ^  -ifl? 

4  ?74 

R1  0 
0  1  u 

CAMAS 

2 

565 

47 

R 
u 

1 
1 

R  440 

2  3 

3 

■J 

CANYON 

101 

104, 

896 

1  0,  41  5 

1  0  49 

76 

867  887 

3  0  38 

434 

CARIBOU 

103 

226, 

894 

21 ,5  47 

2  269 

83 

1   48  3  0  44 

5  1  91 

1  "  1 

CASSIA 

1 1 1 

503, 

379 

45 0  996 

5, 034 

127 

4  476  952 

15  Rfi9 

2  2  38 

CLARK 

26 

312, 

152 

29, 128 

3  122 

29 

2  451  75R 

ft  5ft1 

1  P2R 

\  f  CCD 

CLEARWATER 

7 

671 

fin 

7 

CUSTER 

76 

106, 

238 

1  OP? 

7R 

00^  u  J 0 

3  ?Rfl 
0,  ^1 0 0 

4R  7 

ELMORE 

26 

512, 

669 

51  159 

5  12"^ 

?n 

^  u 

4  R  "^4  QR  7 

1  R  999 

P    3l  7 

FRANKLIN 

1 1 2 

110, 

809 

10  539 

1  IDS 

63 

041=;  ycA 

3  P7S 

47P 

FREMONT 

62 

243, 

438 

22  am 

2  434 

54 

9  7ft  4 

1  3Qft 

GEM 

27 

107, 

071 

1  0  223 

1  0"'^ 

22 

721  455 

2  525 

3R 1 
00  1 

GOODING 

44 

465, 

893 

4  P5ft 

4  470  03P 

1 3  41  n 

P  P  3R 

IDAHO 

43 

167, 

271 

1    R  7  3 

43 

1    4RR  ^33 

7Pft 

JEFFERSON 

266, 

190 

2  4  499 

?  RR? 

1  OR 
1  u  0 

p   4Qn  qcp 

ft   71  ft 

0,(10 

1    P  4R 

JEROME 

•J  u 

291, 

677 

P   Q1  7 

J  0 

P    R 3Q  PRR 

ft    ftft  7 

1    P  70 

KOOTENAI 

1  7 

65 

592 

RR 

1  n 

1  ,    J  »J 

7  4 

1  1 
1  1 

LATAH 

c  u 

13, 

579 

1    1  Pi 

1  3R 

21 

R 1  Q39 

?1  7 

31 

LEMHI 

74 

162, 

586 

1   R2  R 

R  7 

1    1  43  R1 ft 

4  00  3 

R  7P 

LEWIS 

338 

c.  U 

3   31  R 

1  P 

p 

LINCOLN 

217, 

034 

90  RfTi 

C  J  U  U  J 

c  ,  1  J  'J 

37 

1    flQQ   41  q 

R  R  4ft 

0,0  ^0 

QRO 

you 

MADISON 

64 

131, 

535 

12, 169 

1,315 

54 

1,216,110 

4,256 

608 

MINI  DOKA 

124 

427, 

805 

41,796 

4,278 

134 

4,599,  389 

16,098 

2,299 

NEZ  PERCE 

5, 

956 

OU  H 

bU 

1  c; 
1  0 

An  R 
,  J  40 

1 

0  n 

ONE  1  DA 

46 

1  44, 

459 

13,  356 

1,  445 

32 

71  3^810 

2,  498 

357 

OWYHEE 

20 

1  77, 

983 

16,585 

1,  780 

8 

2,090,  397 

7,316 

1,045 

PAYETTE 

32 

26, 

894 

2,566 

269 

16 

225, 43S 

789 

113 

POWER 

27 

128, 

410 

1 1 , 779 

1 ,284 

28 

Co  •J 

1  081  203 

3  794 

5  41 

TETON 

48 

99, 

559 

9,  419 

996 

41 

846,  960 

2,5  40 

423 

TWIN  FALLS 

125 

427, 

143 

40,005 

4,271 

113 

4,710,6  42 

16,  487 

2,  355 

VALLEY 

4 

2, 

287 

21  4 

23 

1 

1,485 

5 

1 

WASHINGTON 

67 

311, 

734 

32,51  3 

3,117 

46 

1  ,  997,  031 

7,839 

998 

STATE  TOTAL 

2,541 

8,012, 793 

758,  786 

80,129 

2,200 

71  ,898,  483 

250,072 

35,91  3 

105 


